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Guy B. G. Hanna, of Towa, late sergeant, Company D, Porto
Rico ent, United States Volunteer Infantry, September 23,
1901, to an onmnal vacan

George P. Hawes, jr., of u-ﬁmm, late private, Company A,
First Cavalry, United States Vo nteers, September 23, 1901, to
fill an original vacancy.

Charles F. DODIthtle of Indiana, late first lieutenant, One
hundred and fifty-ninth Tndiana Volunteers, September 23, 1901
to fill an original vacancy.

William B. Brister, of New Jersey, late first lientenant, Fourth
New Jersey Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original
vacancy.

Roger O. Mason, of Delaware, Iate second Lieutenant, First
Delaware Volunteers, September 23, 1801, to fill an original
vacancy.

Harne F. Reed, of New York, late second lieutenant, Two hun-
dred and first New York Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill
an original vacancy

Walter C. Baknr, of Pennsylvania, late sergeant, Company C,
Sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an orig-
inal vacancy.

Charles A, Clark, of Illinois, late sergeant Company I, Fourth
Tlinois Volunteers, September‘za 1901, to fill an ori vacancy.

Avery J. Gooper, of Oregon, late private, Company L, Second
Oregon Volunteers, September 23, 1901 toﬁ]lanongmalvacan

Robert Davis, of New York, late first sergeant, Compan; ?
Two hundred and first New York Volunteers, September 23 1901
to fill an original vacancy.

Frank Geere, of Wyoming, late sergeant, Company G, First
Wyomlng Vdunteers September 23, 1901, to fill an ongmalva—

Natt F. Jamieson, of Vermont, late sergeant, Company L,
Twenty-sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now nvate
Company C, First Battalion of Engineers, United States An:ny),
September 23 1901, to fill an original vacancy.

Richard I. HcKeuney, of Minnesota, late private, Comp ﬂ]f ;i
Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to an

original vacancy.

Andrew W. Jackman, of Tlinois, late private, Company F, First
Illinois Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy.

George L. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, late sergeant, Company D,
Third Virginia Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an ongmal
Vacancy.

Richard P. Winslow, of Mississip ge late corporal, Company F,
First Tennessee Volunteem September 23, 1901, to fill an ong:mal
yvacancy.

Nelson E. Margetts, of Utah, late corporal, Battery A, Utah
Volunteer Artillery, September 23, 1901, tofill an original vacancy.

John V. Spring, of Texas, late sergea.nt Company I, First Texas
Volunteer Cavalry, September 23,1901, to fill anongmal vacancy.

Infantry Arm.

Robert O. Ragsdale, of Tennessee, late first Hentenant, Thirty-
seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901, to
fill an original vacancy.

Augustus F. Dannemiller, of Ohio, late private, Company I,
Elghth Ohio Velunteers, Febmary 2, 1901, to fill an ongma.l

.Algernon E. Sartoris, of the District of Golumhl.a. May 22, 1902,
vice Kerr, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted.

Charles A. Hunt, of New Hampshire, May 22, 1902, vice Cabell,
Fifth Infantry, promoteﬂ. ;

Leo B. Dannemiller, of Ohio, May 22, 1902, vice Game, Eleventh
Infantry, promoted.

arry Griffin Leckie, of Virginia, May 22, 1902, vice Stuart, Sev-

enth Infantry, promoted.

Claire R. Bennett, of Washington, May 22, 1902, vice Patten,
Thirteenth Infant;'ey . promoted.

Charles Wells, of Pennsylvania, May 22, 1902, vice Major, Four-
teenth Infantry, promoted.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1902.
MARSHAL,

Andrew J. Houston, of Texas, to be United States marshal for

the eastern district of Texas.
POSTMASTERS.

Benjamin J. Malthy, to be at Northford, in the
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut.

William H. Foote, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county

_of Hampden and State of Massachusetts.

Joseph W. Gary, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of
Aroostook and State of Maine.

Thomas G, Herbert, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Moxpay, AMay 26, 1902,

The House met at 12 o’clock m.
. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HEXRY N. CoupEN, D. D., as fol-
OWs:
Our Father, who art in heaven, we thank Thee for Thy silent,

yet tent influence, which Thou art ever exerci in the minds
earts of Thy c&lﬂd.ren and which is ever leading them on-
ward and upward to lngher attainments. Grant that wemay be

more sme]e to Thy inflnence, until we all come into the
measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ. Hearus, O Lord,
when we pray for the friends and bereaved family of 'the late
Lord Pauncefote, who so long, so faithfully, and efficiently served
his country among us, and won the esteem and ect of our
mle by his generous and courteous methods, socially and offi-
Comfort all who monrn his loss, and they are legion, by
the b!essed hope of the immortality of the soul, as revealed in the
life and resurrection of Thy Son our Lord Jesus Christ. Amen.
m{am of the proceedings of Friday last was read and
approved.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con-
sideration the conference report on the Agricultural apmna{mn
bill, which was printed in the proceedings of Friday Iask
for the adoption of the report.

Mr. SULZER. I call for the regular order

The SPEAKER. The conference report is the r order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask that t.he statement of the House
conferees be read and the reading of the report omitted.

There was no objection.

The statement, as published in connection with the report, in
the House nfproceedmga of May 23 was read.

The co rt was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWOR' I ask unanimons consent to offer a reso-
lution for the purpose m:mply of correcting in the hill an error in
arithmetic.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution bear-
ib.§ upon the Agricultural appropriation bill. The resolution will

- The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ), That the
ittee on Enrolled in the enrollment of House hill making

f;p riations for the Agrxmltum for the fiscal year ending
, 1808, are hereby a e word **fi " from

uthorized to strike out th
line 24, page 43, and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirty-seven.”

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to
object—

Mr, WADSWORTH. I ask the gentleman to let me make an
explanation before he objects.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am asking now for some
explanation. T do not like this idea of correcting bills after they
have passed the House and before the ink is dry.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The error in the present case arose in
this way: We agreed upon a lump sum of $296,000 for the i-
cultural e ent appropriation. Byan orvvetmg-ht we to
rearrange the items making n}: that a%gregatpo sum; and the
object of this resolution is simply to cut down one of those items
from $40,000 to $37,000—simply to correct an error, if I may so
call it, in arithmetic.

Mr. RICEARDSON of Tennessee. Who made the error? Who
is responsible for it?

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a jointerror of the conferees. We
agreed upon a lump sum, but we failed to rearrange the items
forming that lump sum.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Are you sure that the con-
ferees agree that this is an error that should be corrected?

Mr. WADSWORTH. The items call for $3,000 more than the
Inmp sum agreed upon; and we simply cut down the items to
accord with the sum

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the Senate conferees
now agree with the conferees of the House that the addition was
wrong; and this is simply to correct the addition?

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And there can be no fur-
ther call for resolutions correcting this bill

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera-
tion of the resolution; which was adopted.

- ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS,

Mr. JOY. I desire to report back a privile; reso:e tion from
the Committee on Accounts. . &ed
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The Clerk read House resolution No. 243, as follows: NAYS-T3,
Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee Tled Bills be, Babcock, Eddy, ; tterson
he is hervghy authorized to sp]?o!.i’nt two aﬁndjt.mm!‘::?egk?go said oommigt%g Ball, Del Finlo, 3 ]ﬂ ie, ::?ﬂ& e
to serve during the remainder of the present session, to be paid out of the | Bartholdt, Fletcher, Latimer, Ray, N. Y
contingent fund of the House at the rate of §6 per day. grlshop'en Gg&?ﬁt. Mich. kfgt?rﬁ a Rgn}n le,
The resolution was adopted. Rrowalow, Graft, | Toud, | i
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. Egr;t'a?%f& Dak. ;ﬁg‘é‘? .ggg}f:r 1, SE@N{.“‘
_Mr. CANNON. By direction of the Committee on Appropria- | Camnon, Honry, Cobn.  Martin Stevens, Minn
E{lons, 1 ag];l amsntmons &?nmtzgo to take fmnéﬂ téxe Speaker’s table | Capron, Henry, %etc;l% Tawner,  ohs
e amendments of the Sena the urgent deficiency appropria- o e A =
tion bill and to move that they be concarred in. g Howal” e S SR B
The amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14589) making | Corliss, Hull, Moss, Warner,
appropriations to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the ap- | Goama gomes, Wesh,  Ouety
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1902, were read. | Currier, Klgl‘mrg, P;'ﬁnm.‘“t'
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks the consent | Dalzell, Kluttz, Parker,
of the House to take this %nl] from the Speaker’s table for present ANSWERED “PRESENT"—4l.
;onmderaﬁon. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair | paritett, Grovw, McRae Smith. K
ears none. Burleson, Hamilton, Maddox, Stephens, T
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houseconcur in | Cassingham,  Hepburn, Miers, Ind. Sutherland,
the Senate amendments. %?S&ng“' e %onl;m' %t? Ala
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the | Driscoll, ' Irwin, | Padgett, Thonans, Tows
entleman from Illinois to concur in the amendments of the | Evans, Johnson, Pou, Trimble,
mate St parewoEn ., Ve
The question was taken and the amendments agreed to. Gilbert, Little, " Robinmn,?[:.nd.
On I;Ingtlon Ic;f M:li;lGANN ON, a motion to reconsider the last vote | Griffith, McClellan, Slayden,
was laid on the table, NOT VOTING—162.
ORDER OF BUSINESS. ia&eson. ggemer. %‘ni}x, Salitem,
mson, ick, %
Mr. BABCOCK. M. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | Allen, M. e S Camb, Shackletord,
:ilézkpresentconmderation of the bill which I'will send to the Clerk’s | §P1i Bougian, el Spelden,
% Barney, Edwards Lewis, Pa. Sh g
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman | Bates,’ ;mim,d”' sy g@gﬁm‘
i ; i er, ) L s
of tllz::l F?;gxgégﬁe dgll'la té::npmmct of Columbia, calls up the follow- E.?E"‘m’g :*i’tez gfm! a, 5 nﬁ:wr g ﬂ
: mon eming, L] 4
r. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Benton, lood, Lovering, raith, Towa
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 134 i Erirentid ponaerews, . Bmith oS
Mr. SULZER. Is not the regular order the disposition of pen- | Brscioey’ poraneys Mahon, Smith: W Alden
sion bills which were undisposed of on Friday afternoon, the pre- | Bowersoc Fowler, Mahoney, Southard,
vious question having been ordered on them? g D W e rahals sttt
The SPEAKER. e demand for the regular order would | Bristow, Gardner, N. },’ Herjcer.d‘ S rla,
bring up the nndisposed of Private bills which were reported from | Bro Gill, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. J.
the Committee of the Whole on Friday last, and on which the pre- | Brown ot e P L~ ol Srpusen,
vious %uestlcm was ordered. *| Burg Gooch, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio
Mr. SULZER. I call for the regular order. Burkett, Gordon, eedha Thayer,
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from | Burieigh, P ) s N
t]f;lv;?York if he would kindly withhold that motion for a short ?;!‘clle:hm%, @.rigg‘]‘;‘ . ggwtlg;:,d& :;g&mm =i
erhea Grosvenor, or andiver,
; i Caldwell, Hall, V.
, Jor. SULZER. It will tako only a fow moments to dispose of Eon dvdl Tanbury, ;m‘r%i*n, s v?:;g]:g?{’d’,“"
- 2 i v = ney, A8 y EArT y
Mr. BABCOCK. The District Committee will get through | Creamer, angen perking, Wadsworth,
with its work on the floor in less than an hour. . gg‘;}g;} g ﬁg“n:_‘m‘il?é = ey R0k
thglﬁ;}?ﬂ?ﬂLZER It will take only a few moments to dispose of %&l ) EE&E%EN" % [:m ?‘:&“ tk;“
1 i ﬂ £l
MICHAEL MULLET. Dau-r:gh, Jn];‘:ixon, Kans, Roberts, Wo: y
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the | Davey, La. ¢ dion, Me sty S
regular order. The Clerk will report the bill which the House B:}'Lm.n. S a. Eobinson, ebr, Young.
had under consideration at the adjonrnment on Friday last, the | De Graffenreid, Ketcham, Scarborough,

question being on the e of the bill, which the Clerk will re-
port by its title for the information of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

House bill 11879, to correct the military record of Michael Mullet.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.,
Sunzer) there were—ayes 48, noes 50.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 75, nays 73, an-
swered *‘ present’’ 41, not voting 162; as follows:

YEAS—T5.
Adams, De Armond, Livin, n, Ruppert,
Alexander, Draper. Lloyd, . Ryan,
Allen, Ky. Emerson, MeCulloch, Belb;

, Tex. h, McDermott, Shafroth,
Bell, Foster, I1L. McLain, Shallenberger,
Black Glenn, Mickey, Sherman,
Boutell, Goldfogle, Minor, Snook,

Bowie, Hay, Moody, N. C K,
Brantle Hopkins, Mud Stewart, N. Y.
Brundidge, Jac Mutchler, torm,
Burnett, Je Pierce, Bulloway,
Candler, Jett, Powers, Me. Sulzer
Clark, Kahn, powers, Mass,  Tirrell,
Cochran, {ern, Randell, Tex. Wanger,
Conry, {itchin, Claude Ransdell, La. Williams, L.
mbs, Knapp, Reid, ‘Williams, Misa,
Cooper, Wis. Lanham, Richardson, Tenn. Wilson,
Cowherd, Lessler, Rixey, Zenor.
Davis, Fla. Lewis, Ga. Rucker,

Mr. CAPRON. I would like to ask if my colleague, Mr. HiLL,
is recorded as voting?
- The SPEAKER. He is not recorded.
The Clerk will report the pairs.
The following pairs were announced:
Until further notice:
Mr. REEDER with Mr. WHITE.
Mr. Loxg with Mr. BELMONT.
. IrwiN with Mr. GoocH.
t. Hexry C. SyitH with Mr. TAvLor of Alabama.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr, DE GRAFFENREID,
Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN.
Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. JacksoN of Kansas.
Mr. THOMAS of Iowa with Mr. BANKHEAD,
Mr. STEELE with Mr. CoorEr of Texas (except revenue cut~
ter).
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. McRAE.
Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. NORTON,
Mr. SKILES with Mr, TALBERT.
Mr. SurTH of Iowa with Mr. PADGETT.
Mr. BingHAM with Mr. CREAMER.
Mr. RusseLL with Mr. McCLELLAN.
Mr. CurTis with Mr. STeEPHENS of Texas.
Mr. HAsSKINS with Mr, JOHNSON.
Mr. LovERING with Mr. CONRY.
Mr. GiLLErT of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN,
Mr. VAN VooraIs with Mr. CASSINGHAM,




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5929

Mr. GorpoN with Mr. ScorT. yos

Mr. BURgETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER,

Mr. GILL with Mr. Ross.

Mr. Davipsoy with Mr. FEELY.

For one week:

Mr. SanmveL W, Syt with Mr. DOUGHERTY.

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. HOOKER.

Mr. DArRrAGH with Mr. Miers of Indiana.

Mr. RoBERTS with Mr. VANDIVER. 5

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr, GRIFFITH Yexcept on currency and
'ban_'k:i.n]% bills).

Mr, DasLE with Mr. THOMPSON.

Mr. BRowN with Mr. FITZGERALD.

Mr. BaTes with Mr. BELLAMY.

Mr. TavLER of Ohio with Mr, WiLLiam W, KircHIN,

On this vote:

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. GRIGGS.

Mr. Dick with Mr. BURLESON.

Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN,

Mr. Hrrr with Mr. DINSMORE.

Mr. HamrmutoN with Mr. LiTTLE.

Mr. Bristow with Mr. RHEA of Virginia.

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. ADAMSON,

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana.

Mr. FosTER of Vermont with Mr. Pou,

Mr. DovENER with Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. MERCER with Mr. WoOOTEN,

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. SCARBOROUGH,

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD.

For the session:

Mr. Young with Mr. BENTON.

Mr. MorRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania.

Mr. WriGHT with Mr. HALL.

Mr. BoreIxGg with Mr. TRIMBLE,

Mr. DavyToN with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana,

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE.

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD.

Mr. BurL with Mr. CROWLEY.

For ten days:

Mr. MiLLER with Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina.

Mr. Wu. ALpEN SMITH with Mr. RoBixsoN of Indiana.

Until Tuesday, May 27: y

Mr. McCaLL with Mr. RoBErTsON of Louisiana,

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Moox.

Until May 29:

Mr. Evans with Mr. JoNEs of Virginia,

May 26, 27, and 28:

Mr. GrROSVENOR with Mr. BARTLETT,

On this day:

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. BREAZEALE,

Mr. BriCK with Mr. BROUSSARD,

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BURGESS.

Mr. BurToN with Mr. LESTER.

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri,

Mr. CusaMAN with Mr. CALDWELL.

Mr. DovcLas with Mr. CoONEY.

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. ELLIOTT,

Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. FLEMING.

Mr. Foss with Mr. FLooD.

Mr. GiLLET of New York with Mr. Fox,

Mr. GrRAHAM with Mr. HENRY of Texas.

Mr. HavgEN with Mr. HOWARD. :

Mr. HucHEs with Mr. KEHOE.

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Laums.

Mr. KercHAM with Mr. LASSITER.

Mr. Kxox with Mr, LINDSAY.

Mr. KyLE with Mr. MAHONEY.

Mr. LEwIs of Pennsylvania with Mr, MCANDREWS,

Mr. LiTTAUER with Mr. NEWLANDS,

Mr. MavOXN with Mr. NEVILLE.

Mr. LarTLEFIELD with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee,

Mr. WatsoN with Mr. PUGSLEY.

Mr. WapsworTH with Mr. Rosixsox of Nebraska,

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. THAYER.

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. SHEPPARD.

Mr. ScHIRM with Mr. SMALL.

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. WiLEY.

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. SWANSON.

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 73, the nays are
78. present 40. The bill is lost.

L%r. HULL. Imove toreconsider and tolay that motion on the
table.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recon-
gider the last vote and lay that motion on the table. Without
objection, the latter motion will be agreed to.

re was no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on the District of Columbia be permitted to finish
its business at this time.

Mr. WANGER. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regularorderis demanded, and the Clerk
will report the first bill.

HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED.

On the following House bills, reported from the Committee of
the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severally
agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be emfrossed
for a third reading; and being engrossed, were accordingly read
the third time, and d:

H. R. 18233. A bill granting a pension to William A. Nelson;

H. R. 13178. A bill granting a pension to William F. Bowden;

H. R. 8644. A bill granting a pension to John W, Thomas;

H. R. 11893. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs.
Dennis, of Turin, Coweta County, Ga. (title amended); .
8 ]i'}' dR 14224, A blll granting an increase of pension to Margaret

. Tod;

H. R. 14251. A bill granting a pension to Hugh J. Reynolds;

H. R. 14234, A bill granting a pension to John Williamson;

H. R. 14859. A bill granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards;

H. R. 2783. A bill granting a pension to William Dixon;

H. R. 13683. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ella 8.
Mannix (title amended); and

H. R. 6414. A bill granting an increase of pension to William
‘W. H. Davis.

PENSION BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS PASSED,
The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the
‘Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and

H. R. 5152. A bill granting a pension to Mary Welch;

H. R. 14208. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexander
Murdock;

G%OR' 11711. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac
ibson;

H. R. 13505. A bill granting an increase of pension to William
F. Stanley; .

H. R. 11252. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin
M. Gowdey; and

H. R. 11874. A bill granting an increase of pension to William
MecCord.

The following Senate bill with amendment, favorably reported
from the Committee of the Whole, was considered, and the amend-
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was
accordingly read the third time, and passed:

S. 4927. An act granting an increase of pension to Hattie M,
Whitney.

SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS PASSED.

The following Senate bills without amendments, favorably re-
ported from the Committee of the Whole, were severally consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed:

S. 2551. An act granting a pension to Amelia Engle;

S. 4706, An act granting an increase of pension to William
Harrington;

8. 4732. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H,
Hazzard;

S. 8998, An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L.
Kimble;

S. 4871. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M,
‘Worthen;

S. 4983. An act granting a pension to John W. Smoot:

WS. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver K.
yman;

5. 4862. An act granting an increase of pension to James Welch;
RS. 1';;}7. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

ussell;

S. 3888. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H,
Hubbard;

S. 5371. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O,
Thompson;

S. 2168. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles O,
Baldwin;

S. 2697. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F,
Baldwin;

S. 4415. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Vesta A.
Brown;

D(?z; 4758, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L.
ne;

8. 4729. An act nting an increase of pension to Daniel
Hall, alias Willimﬁgl.r]%napg: 2 ST
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5. 4520, An act granting an increase of pension to Nimrod
Headington;
5. 4853. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos
Moulton;
N‘S 4712. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet
es;
S 5153 An act granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink-

P}iﬂfall An act granting an increase of pemsion to William
8. 1038 An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C.

S. 5106 An act granting an increase of pension to Horace L.

Rghﬁgomin act ting to Stephen A. Sea
gran a pension en vey;

Y&4”30 Anm act granting an increase of pension to George W.

oungs;

8. 2457, An act granting an increase of pemsion to Warren Y,
Merchant;

S. 5200. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah A.
Van Eaton;
COS;;.hgﬁol. An act granting an increase of pension to Johm P.

rl
S. 4240. An act granting an increnseofpemsiontoCalvinN.

Perkins;
S. 712, An act granting an increase of to John Housiaux;
S. 4759. An act granting an increase o ion to Martha Clark;
8. 4638. An act granting a pension to Eelenn Sudsburg;

8. 3063. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J.
Edge, alias Jason Edge;
S. 5759 Amn act granting an increase of pension to Charles T.

Crooker.
8. 5669 Amn act granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe;
S. 4642. Anact granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery;
S. 2535. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Anmie E.

Joseph;
8. 5670. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin;
S. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to James P.
McClure;
S. 5202. An act granting an increase of pension to Jemmie M.

Wagner; -
S. 5152. An act granting an increase of dpension to Marcellus
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin; an
w!i,néﬂe'?. An act granting an increase of pension to Hattie M.
itn

On motxon of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the
several votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on
the table.

MICHAEL MULLET.

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces to the House that the
clerks, n a careful reexamination of the roll call recently
completeso find that there was a name transposed, which made a
change in the number voting, so that the yeasare 74 and thenays
78, present 40. This error, of course, must be corrected, and
does not require unanimous consent. Therefore the bill was

aughter and & use.

On motion of Mr. SUL , & motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

REGULATING THE USE OF TELEPHONE WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the
bill H. R. 12865.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. B. 12885) to rcwide for the removal of overhead telegraph and
telephone wires in city of Washington, for the construction of con-
duits in the District ot Columbia, and for other purposes.
Be it enacted, etc., That all telephone poles and the wires attached thereto
not the property of "the United States or the District of Columbia now
the streets and avennes within the section of the Distriet of Columbia bo
a line begh B ts southeast and mnning thence
B est, Missouri avenue, Sixth west,
B street north. Twen Rock Creek, Cincinnati street, Co-
lumbia road, Thirteen h street west, R street north, New Jersey avenue, C
street north, and Sawnd street east to the point of beginning, except as here-
inal‘terpsrcrvi shall from time to time, &5 may be the Com-
missioners of sniﬁ District, be taken down and removed. The workof
down and removing said and wires shall be done under the direction o
said Commissioners, and it is hereby made the duty of said Commissioners to
enforce compliance ‘with the provisions of this act as expeditiously as may be
consistent with the public interests; and the said ssioners are hereby
empowered and directed from time to time to anthorize any individuoal, com-
pnn or cO tion now operating and maintaining a telephone phmt or
overhead and partly underground, in the District of Columbia,
to extend an enlarge its system of underground conduits, subsidiaries, and
the streets, avenues, alleys, lanes, or of.he'r
snd District as may be requisite and naceam‘yi
and for the reception of such other cables an

or undoer an
'gubh;. hmhwnyn in mid c'l
e future by the growth of such

ort.hepurposeao t.hisac
wires as may be reasonably required in

individual, company, or eceporation or to adequately meet the req
of the public for telephone service,

Sg0. 2. That upon the approval of this act, and from time to time there-
after, any individual, company, or corporation now maintaining

and operating

a telephone plant or system in said District, psrtiy overhead nnd.
underground, shall prg{mm nuﬂ submit to the said Commissioners a
plans, or Ilppllc!lt‘mn or agp writing, showing the stree awe-
nues, alleys, lanes, and other public ighways in or under which it tspm»
to construct conduits, subsidiaries, or manholes, and giving the
eral dimensions, length, and course themcf and before any such con uit,
subsidiary, or manhole is constructed it shall be necessary to obtain the ap-
proval ?ln%n 1)enn.iaslutn h:: md Commissioners. t!“Saitil:‘!:?otur};xxlﬁ.m:it:mem are e-}:;a
powera require t oposed conduits, sul ries, and manhol
shall ba constructed in socord.nnce with the approved plan or permit; and
upon the approval by said Commissioners of any such phn\ or the issuing of
any such permit, providing for the construction of undm-gmnnd cond
w.zsi or manholes within the section in said District described in
tion 1 of thism:t the construction therein ded for shall be proceeﬂad
with diligontly, and upon Lhe com letion t reof or s soon thereafter as
¥ be, without impairing th the telophone sorvice in said

Dmtric-t the individual, com‘pan orwrporstion constructing such conduits,
sand.mnes. or manholes shall p\acﬂ its cables and wires tham'ln and take
down and remove from _the streets and avenuesin which such conduits are
constructed all e and wires except such as said Oners may, in
accordance with the provisions or this act, permit to remain for the purpose
of distributing wires for honse connections,

Bec. 8. That any individual, company, or corporation owning and main-

taining such poles and wires atinched theretoon or over an street or avenue
wit, hin the section of the District described in section 1 of act who shall
¥ neglect or rafuse toremove the same, as ed in gection 2 hereof,

ulmll be liable to a Mipenalty of not more than §25 for each and every day dur-
ing which such failure to remove said poles and wires shall continue, which
amount may be recovered by the District of Columbia in any court of com-
petent jurisdiction.

Sgc. 4. That said Commissioners be, and they are hereby, empowered to
authorize the eresction maintenance of poles in the s of said city
and District and the stringing therson m‘. telephone conductors from alley
EOIM or house-top fixtures in one square to poles or house-top fix

ures in another square for the of enabling house connections to
be made, and also to authorize e aracum of wlephm les in the Dis-
trict of Columbia outside the limits described
in section 1 of this act and the st'n‘.'n thm'eon crf ‘I:ela
house connections or for connection
bia; also to authorize the erection of such poles m:ld the
such wires in the streets and avenues of said tr and District in the parts

one conductors for

thtgleof 113 whltl:hdtherci are Do p‘tli?ijt" all l'md n such u:!&er p‘iacead?a the
public interests do not require underground, or in
places where it shall be deemed b ﬂv said Gommiasd];nnn mpracticable to ad-
vantageously place or operate suc . &theprm
of the wm-k mﬁded for in section 1 of thism said Oomm

empowered to issne tem 'or the erection and maintenance of

poles and overhead conductors t.Ee whm the lines are ultimately to be
placed nnderground, but where work mm not be immediately done be-
cause of the %:mter urgency of work in other ].mn,lltiea, or for other reasons
satisfactory to said Commissioners; but in issuing such tem ts
said Commissioners shall bear in mind the purpose and po act,
which is to canse to be removed frem streetamdavenuas t.hinthesec-
tion of said District described in secﬁom 1 of this act all poles and wires at-
tached thereto, except as hereinbefore ded, as itiously

without interfering with or impairing the eﬂimancy of the te!

in said District and without denying to the public reasonable hone facili-
ties at all times.

SEec. 5. That all subways, conduita, manholes, and overhead lines con-
structed or erected under the provisions of this act shall be subject to such
reasonable regulations as the (gmmmkmarsor the District of Columbia ma
from time to time prescribe as to tion, location, character of conduit
construction, and height of poles an irea Provided, That in all conduits
so constructed such space shall ed to the Dist:rict of Columbia ns
may be necessary for its fire-alarm or police-patrol wires or cables, g
low potential currents of electricity, free of charge: .dnd pronded ‘\;:
That the number of ducts s0 reserved in any one conduif

than three.
SEC. 6. That the said Commissioners are em; to authorize any such
‘i}:ld.l?lﬂl]al, company, or oorpomtion now opura ntry 1 of
les and wires and anynllaypolu!m‘ thans-
t1'1ct n Columbia and outside of in section 1 of this act
to continue to maintain the same, wiLh snch and renewals as may

essary to keep them in good order and condititm nf Tepair, and bna.dd
t.hareto such poles and wires as may be necessary for of making
hroucv{ﬁ connections or for connectingwith telephone lines o the District
umbia.

2 ‘szu 7. 'Chat Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this
act.

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as
follows:

Amend title of bill so that it shall read as tollows “A bill ting the
use of telephone wires in the District of Colum RerRlating

Page?2, line 8, o out the words “and dlractad.“

Page 4, line 12, strike out the words “and directed.®

Page 6, line 9, strike out the words **and directed.”

Add a new sactaon. as follows:

“!fsn:c 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk
two amendments that I wish to have pending for the informa-
tion of the House,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments.

The amendments were read, as follows:

Amend section 1 by str:klnﬁ out in the tenth line thereof “Thirteenth
street west " and inserting en thereof the following “Sixteenth street
west (extended), Park Btreet, Whltuey nvem:l.e. nd Eleventh street west.»

Amend the title so as to read: A bill to Tegulate the use of telephone
wires in the District of Columbia.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments rerorte the committee.

Mr. HEP: UR%

The guestion was t&kan and the amendments were agreed to.

The SP. The queatnon now is on the amendments of-
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for some explanation of
this bill on the part of the gentleman from Wisconsin.




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5931

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have that be-
fore the amendments are adopted?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Mr, Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to
provide, first, for the removal of all overhead wires in the thickly
settled portion of the city, and to provide also for underground
conduits to take their &lm;e The bill in its provisions gives to
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the same anthority
to grant permits to the telephone company that the electric-light
companies and the gas companies now have under the present
law. At this time the Commissioners and the telephone company
are confronted with a peculiar condition of affairs. There are
now some 700 applications on file for telephones that the company
is nable to install for the reason that they can build no more
underground conduits without the authority of Congress. The
Cominissioners have also issued all the permits that they are
authorized to do and can give no further permit for construction,
either und ound oroverhead. We have had in the committee
a number complaints, not only from citizens of Washington
but from members of Congress, who wanted to know why they
can not get telephones put in. These are the facts as presented
to the committee, not only by the Commissioners but by the tele-
phene co%_;t{hamselves.

Mr. TA . Will the gentleman permit a gquestion?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. k

Mr. TAWNEY. Will not the effect of this section, or the sec-
tion which authorizes the construction of these conduits, be to
virtnally give the telephone company that to-day controls the
business in this city an absolute monopoly in the city of Wash-
ington? Would it not be better, in the interest of the users of the
telephones, to have this so arranged that if there is another com-
pany that might want to install a telephone a telephone exchange
in this city they anay, mpon paying reasonable compensation
therefor, be permitted to use these conduits we are now authoriz-
ing the construction of?
mgﬁ'. BABCOCEK. I-wanttosay tothe gentleman from Minne-
sota that that is the very condition that the District Committee
and the issioners have against. This bill deesmot
grant a single right or privilege to this telephone company. It
simply authorizes and empowers the Commissioners to do cartain
things in their discretion and judgment, and interferes in no
manner whatever with any other company.

Mr. TAWNEY. But the gentleman knows very well that the
discretion given to the Commissioners will inure whelly to the
benefit of existing telephone company. They will be the com-

y designated and authorized to construct these conduits.
i’a;v, after the construction the only way that a new company or
a competing company can get into this city is by building addi-
tional conduits, tearing up the streets, etc., which may be ebjec-
tionable to the Commissioners or the District, and for that reason
the right would nef be granted, whereas when you are building
these conduits you ought,in my judgment, to reserve to any com-
peting ¢ y that might want ant.horiti; to install a telephone
system the right to use these cenduits, subject to the conditions
tf‘;at they shall pay a reasonable compensation for the benefit of
that right. Then there would be ne opportunity for the existing
telephone company to extort unreasonable prices, as they are
doing from the telephone users of this city.

Mr. l?t%BCOCK' Is the gentleman through with his guestion?

an T
[LMrgTAVJNEY. Yes,

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwant to say if the gentleman had given at-
tention to fhe work done bly the mth h;tee s(iindtby the House }tli:r-
ing past sessions in struggling with the conduit question perhaps
he would not have made that statement. Imyself, orthe com-
mittee I have the honor to represent, have for more than one
session endeavered fo perfect a measure by which one system of
conduits wounld accommodate all of the wires necessary in the
city, but after a great many hearings and a great many efforts
and a great many propositions were considered it all fell down.
That was several years ago, and since that time no legislation has
beenenacted by the House, except the telephone bill we passed
during the last session o a company that proposed to make rates
of $26 and $54 for telephones. e House passed the bill and it
avent to the Senate was defeated.

Mr. HEPBURN. May I remind the gentleman of another bit
of legislation we indulged in? Did not Congress impose upon this
telephone company a certain system of rates that they have con-
temptuously ignored and refused to pay any attention or obedi-
ence to? Was not there legislation of that kind?

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman I
will say that there was legislation of that kind.

Mr. HEPBURN. Which the gentleman overlooked.

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I did not overlook it. Inreference to
that amendment adopted by the House, it was one making all tele-

phone charges the same, a flat rate of 850. Itwas an amendment
to an appropriation bill. That wastaken into the courts here in
the District of Columbia, and the court decided that the rate was
inadequate for service rendered. It is now pending in the Su-
preme Court of the United States, and this legislation has been
delayed and deferred waiting for that decision from the Supreme

‘Court

The demand, Mr. Speaker, has become such for telephones, and
the necessities of the public of the growing city are such thatsome
action must be taken,and I have been personally urged by the
Commissioners to take some action, and take it promptly.

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that I voted
for that amendment, that I supported the telephone bill that

the House; and I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, that
at the time we passed the bill chartering another telephone com-
pany they received a charter from the city of Baltimore, and that
to-day they have applied to the city council of Baltimore, after
installing 8,000 telephones at $36 and 854, for permission to change
theirrates. Incommon parlance they have thrownup thesponge,
and say they can not conduct the business at those rates because
they are not sufficient for the ordinary-expenses of the company.
tl_ithde; gentleman wantsit I can furnish him with the facts and

e data.

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to see the facts contradistin-
guished from the statements made by these .companies. I want
to remind the gentleman of this fact—that all over the country, in
all villages of this country, people are having telephone service
of the best character at one-half the rates, in some instances,
that were fixed in this statute of ours, and that, if my friend will
permit me to say it, I think that whenever it was established that
the rate of $50 in the city of Washington was a confiscatory rate,
that there was some scoundrelism somewhere along the line that
established that proposition.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not propose to do
with rates.

Mr. HEPBURN. No, if the gentleman will permit me; but it
proposes to enlargethe powers, through the action of the Commis-
sioners, of this telephone company that is ing this inade-
quate service and is standing here in contempt of an act of Con-

gress,

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Towa
a t}uestian. Does he believe that it is desirable and good public
policy for a telephone y to come to Congress when they
want to make a house connection, when they want to cross the
sidewalk, when they want to install a wire to reach and accom-
medate certain sections of the city?

Mr. HEPBURN. (Certainly not; and if the gentleman will let
me continue my answer, neither do I think it wise to waive the
policy of excluding everhead wires from this city, having refused
over and over again to grant privileges of that kind to railway
companies, and when we have required wires to be removed from
a street, neither do I think it is wise to put the power into the
hands of the Commissioners and fill your alleys with these wires.
I do not think that is policy, and that is what is done. I domnot
think it is policy to grant a company now in contempt, now refus-
ing obedience to law, one iota of privilege, and while I would do
anything I could to compel them to a proper observance of fair
dealing with their customers .and with the iple, 1 would not
extend one privilege to them until they complied with ths
law already made.

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman overlooked
one fact, and th: - is that the overhead wires.and poles can not be
taken down until Congress has authorized some substitute. Un-
der the present Jaw this company can not build a foot of conduit
in the city of Washington. Now, this bill authorizes the Com-
missioners to give them aunthority to build conduits and to put in
wires. How would the gentleman accomplish results diferently?
‘Will he suggest in his wisdom some way of disposing otherwise
of the wires?

Mr. HEPBURN. You propose to give them here in this bill
the power to extend conduits. You givethem the power tomain-_
tain these poles, and yonimpose no imitation as to howlong they
shall maintain these poles. You put npon them no requirement
to place conduits in Heu of these poles. Thereis not in this bill
a word of prohibition on the one hand or of requirement on the
other. You give the Commissioners the amplest power to grant
to this company all the forther privileges tin.t they may want,
and you put no restraining hands upon them at all.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman evidently takes
a view of this bill that is farfetched. Now, thisisa bill which
requires certain things to be done. It requires conduits to be
built; it authorizes the Commissioners to require certain work
to be done, and to put the wires into the condnits. _

Mr. HEPBURN. That is,in the streets, not in these alleys. It
isa er to enlarge their business, to increase their service, and
all that; and yet you have not done anything whatever to compel
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them to observe the law. Why do you not put a condition in
here that these privileges shall be available to them when they
have complied with the statute now on the statute book?

Mr. BABCOCE. Would the gentleman vote for a law that the
Supreme Court would say confiscates the property of this company?

Ir. HEPBURN. I would not care what the supreme court of
this District might have said on a question of this kind.
u Mr. BAB K. I mean the Supreme Court of the United
tates.

Mr. HEPBURN. Who tried this case? Who made up the
case? What was there tried? The case was prepared, I under-
take to say, in all its features in the interest of the telephone
company; and the court under such circumstances has held that
a $50 rate is confiscation. Does the gentleman believe that? He
voted for this bill. Does he not know that there was some chi-
canery, some fraud, some deceit, brought to bear upon that
court?

In the town where I live, in all the villages of this country, we
are getting to-day the very best telephone service, with the very
best appliances and with long-distance phones, for $25 a year,
where there are only three or four hundred subscribers. The
gentleman knows that is being done; yet, in a city like this,
where there are eight thousand, ten thousand, or fifteen thousand
subscribers, paying $125 or $150 a year these gentlemen constitut-
ing this company are saying that there is confiscation if you add
new lines and require a 850 rate. I think the gentleman knows
that that is only a pretense.

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam astonished, Mr. Speaker, that the gen-
tleman should snggest that the courts here are guilty of chicanery.

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not say the courts were guilty of chi-
canery, but that imposition was practiced upon them.

Mr. BABCOCK. The parties who defended this suit were the
Commissioners or other officers of the District of Colnmbia; and
never in all my experience as chairman of the District Committee
have I found one circumstance upon which it could be charged
that there had been chicanery or dishonest acts on their part.
And certainly I do not believe that the gentleman from Iowa
wants to make that broad charge. I believe that they have done
their duty honestly and faithfully. This matter of rates has
one to the Supreme Court of the United States; and as I stated

fore, the officials of the District of Columbia have waited and
waited for this decision, and the committee has waited without
taking any action, until we have reached the point where some
action is necessary.

I believe I may say here that no member of this House has done
more than I have to secure the rights of citizens on the rate ques-
tion. I supported the amendment to which the gentleman has
referred.

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you believed in it?

Mr. BABCOCK. Idid.

Mr. HEPBURN. And you believed in it from observation?

Mr. BABCOCK. 1 believed in it from observation, but not
from information.

Mr. HEPBURN. Were you not informed?

Mr. BABCOCK. No,sir; I am not informed. And is the gen-
tleman from Iowa informed what this service can be rendered for?

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not a bit of doubt but that the gen-
tleman is informed; and while he has not studied this matter from
the statements of interested telephone people he has observed
what other companies are doing in other places. He has observed
at what rates this valuable service is rendered to other commu-
nities, and therefore he takes the position of believing that when
a man says it costs four times as much to render the service in
the city of Washington as it does to render it in the villages of
this country of four and five and six thousand inhabitants that
man simply lies in his own interest and he does not believe him,
and therefore he is not willing to foster his interests while he is
imposing upon the public in that way. Now, I say that this bill
does nothing but to increase the value of this franchise to this
company that is now contumacious of an act of Congress, that
is now robbing the ple of this District every day, and that
ought to be brought in some way or other to a speedy reckoning
with the people. [Applause.]

Mr. BABUC(D)CK. r. Speaker, I am very sorry that the gen-
tleman from Iowa finds so many robbers and conspirators this
morning.

Mr. HEPBURN. No; he has found butone; he has found only
one.

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to call his attention toa few facts—

Mr. HEPBURN. And that is the telephone company.

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call his attention to a few facts
that evidently he is not advised about. First, I wish to ask him
a question, as to whether he can state to this House what the tele-
phone rates are here to-day. ’

Mr. HEPBURN. I know this. Iknow that I tried to get the
service in my house and I conld not do it for less than §$75 or $80.

Mr. BABCOCE. Now, I will state a few facts in reference to
these matters, which will probably be a matter of news to the
gentleman from Iowa. The rates that were in force in the Dis-
trict of Columbia at the time this amendment was passed on the
appropriation bill were $96 flat for private residences and $125 for
business houses?

Mr. HEPBURN. When?

Mr. BABCOCK. At the time the amendment was passed on
the appropriation bill. I do not remember the date. Now, the

nt rate runs from $36 to $120 for the year. The highest rate
in the city is in the largest business houses, §120 for unlimited
service, and it runs down to $36 in private houses.

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman ought to explain that $36
business. It is simply a delusion and a snare.

Mr. BABCOCK. 1 willexplain it, if the gentleman will permit

me.

Mr. WACHTER. With about 12 on a line,

Mr. BABCOCK. Here is the rate which is published by the
company, and anybody can see it. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that
since that time the telephone rates have been reduced more than
85 per cent.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it to be a question or a speech?

Mr. TAWNEY. Isit nota fact that the $36 rate is the rate
given to ple who will go on to a party wire?

Mr. BABCOCK. A party wire.

Mr. TAWNEY. Where there are from four to eight sub-
scribers?

Mr. BABCOCE. No; four.

Mr. TAWNEY. Four is the limit?

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. So that the company is getting out of the serv-
ice of one wire four times $36 a year.

Mr. BABCOCK. That is hardly a fair statement, Mr. Speaker,
becanse there are four telephones.

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a question. -

Mr. BABCOCK. The rates, as I stated before, since this dis-
cussion in the House, have been reduced more 85 per cent.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I offer increases the area
of the proposed underground system in the city, and includes
Washington Heights. Columbia Heights, and all of the thickly
settled part of Washington. It meets the views of the Citizens’
Association and of the District Commissioners; and I would ask,
Mr. Speaker, that that amendment be read—the amendment that
I offered to the first section.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee
amendments in the bill have been adopted. but the amendments
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin have not yet been voted
OHn. If there 1s no objection, they will again be read to the

ouse.

The Clerk gin read the amendments.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the gentle-
man yield to me for a few minutes.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly.

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield?

Mr. COWHERD. I desire about five minutes.

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Cowusm}a]g

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker. I suppose I violate no confi-
dence of the committee in saying that when this matter first
came up in the committee I opgosed the passage of the bill at
that time, not because I opposed any particular provision in the
bill, but I thought the time was not ripe for legislating on this
subject. As everyone knows the history of this telephone case,
there is now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States
a case appealed first from the supreme court of the District, and
then again from the court of appeals of the District.

That case arose nupon the latw under which we fixed the rates at
$50 a year. As I understand it, the supreme court of the District
held the rate fixed by Congress to be nnreasonable. The court
of appeals of the District reversed the supreme court and sus-
tained the law. The case is now pending in the Supreme Court
of the United States. I thought we should wait until that case
was determined. The matter has been argued and submitted
there and has been held by the court now for something more
than a month. If nothing is done in the passage of this bill, or
this bill amended as it may be by the House, the ple of the
District will be unable to obtain additional telephone service
until Congress shall act npon the matter at the next session.
Now, the matter has been held here before the House since it was
reported by the committee, something over a month, I think, or
nearly two months. I do not feel like opposing the of
this bill any longer. I am not opposed to the provisions of the
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bill. As I understand the provisions of the bill, they simply give
to this company the right to extend its wires and conduits under
the authority of the Commissioners of the District without com-
ing to Congress for a special act.

Now, I fully agree with the gentleman from Iowa that this
company is to-day charging entirely too much for its service; so
much so in fact that its charges are little less than robbery. But
we have attempted toregulate those charges. I do notknow how
we can further regnlate them until the court acts npon that case;
that is, I do not know how we could act further intelligently in
regulating them until the Supreme Court acts upon that case.
If the Supreme Coutt holds that regulation was valid, no further
action of Congress would be needed. If they hold that regulation
was invalid or unreasonable, then in the light of the decision of the
court it will be the duty of the District Committee and this House
to proceed to pass some bill that is just and valid, fixing the rates
of that company. In this bill we reserve the right to change,
alter, or amend. And while I believe, and so stated in the com-
mittee, that it wonld have been better to await the decision of
the court, and while I have done what I could to delay action on
this bill for some time, because I believed that it was better for
us to regunlate the rate at the same time that they were asking for
an extension of their lines under the authority of Congress, yet
I do not believe that we would be acting justly toward the people
of the District of Columbia in refusing to give any further right
for the extension of lines and letting the matter go over for some
gix or seven months until Congress shonld meet again.

Mr. BARTLETT. This company, as the gentleman from Mis-
souri says, has absolutely refused to carry out the requirements
that Congress placed npon it in the act that we ]i;aa.sed as an amend-
ment to the appropriation bill. Now, why should these gentle-
men come here and ask additional privileges from Congress until
they either comply with the law or until the law is held to be in-
valid? This is a privilege which they are asking.

Mr. COWHERD. ndoubtedl({.

Mr, BARTLETT. Why should we grant any additional priv-
ilege to the company under the circumstances?

Mr. COWHERD. I would not t it by reason of anything
that the company asks or does. The company has no equities
whatever worthy of consideration; but the people of the District
of Columbia have. There aresome 700 apglications now pending,
I understand, where the people are asking for additional telephone
service. Several of them have come to me and to other members
of the committee and asked us to withdraw our opposition to this
bill in order that they might get telephones in their houses,

Mr. BARTLETT. At the exorbitant rates now asked?

Mr. COWHERD. At the exorbitant rates now being charged.
Still the people are demanding the service, notwithstanding the
charges for it are too high. It seems to me it is our duty to per-
mit them to put these teleghones in. Itisour duty to proceed to
regulate those rates. If the Supreme Court of the United States
upholds the present law, we have regulated them, and no further
legislation will be necessary. If it holds the present law bad,
then we should pass another,

Mr. SHAFROTH. What are the rates now imposed in the Dis-

trict?
Mr. COWHERD. Ican not give them exactly. We have had
that up a time or two. There is no law fixing the rates, and the

company fixes them at what it Eﬁaa&eﬂ.
Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you know how much the rates are at
resent?
¥ Mr. COWHERD. About a hundred dollars a year, I think, for
a metallic circuit in a business house.

Mr. SHAFROTH. How long since the rate was fixed at $50 by
Congress?

Mr. COWHERD. I think it was in 1898,

Mr. SHAFROTH. An appeal has been taken to the Supreme
Court of the United States.

Mr. COWHERD. The case has been argued and submitted in
the Supreme Court of the United States something more than
two months ago.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does that go upon the regular calendar, to
be reached in its regular order, or is it preferred by reason of it
being District business? .
feMr'l COWHERD. I know of no reason why it ghould be pre-

rred.

Mr. McDERMOTT. It has been reached, and has been argued
and snbmitted.

Mr. COWHERD. It has been reached and argued and sub-
mitted, and I inquired of the clerk of the court some two weeks
ago when we might hope for a decision.

Mr. SHAFROTH. What did he say?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COWHERD. I want about two minutes more.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the
time of the gentleman may be extended.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. SHAFROTH. hat did the clerk reply?

Mr. COWHERD. The clerk said, when I inquired when this
decision would be rendered, that he could give us no information
whatever—that there might be a decision in a week or it might
not be decided for months.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Another question.

Mr. COWHERD. Just one moment. I understand from the
gentleman from Tennessee that it will be decided on Monday
next.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A press representative stated to
me just a while ago, and he is very reliable, that a decision was
looked for next Monday,

Mr. SHAFROTH. Can the gentleman state whether if these
rates shall be held by the court to be legal will the people get
back the money that they have been compelled to pay the tele-
phone company?

Mr. COWHERD. I am unable toanswer that question. That
is a question of law, and I would rather rely upon the opinion of
the gentleman from Colorado.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee?

Mr. COWHERD. I yield first to the gentleman from Minne-

sota.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has stated that there were 700
a.?plicatiorm for telephones which could not be considered because
of the want of this legislation. How many of these applications
are dependent npon the conduit system which is authorized in
this bill?

Mr. COWHERD. I can not answer that question. I only
know that several gentlemen have come to me—one of them Sen-
ator Blackburn—and stated that they could not get telephones,
because the Commissioners had no authority to permit the com-
pany to extend their wires and stretch them across any street or
alley except by special act of Congress.

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact I wanted tobring out. Now,
this authorizes the Commissionersin their discretion to grant the
extension of existing lines or ductsnecessary to give connection with
the residences of the applicants for these phones. Is that what
is necessary to get the service to the 700 people for which they
apply? It is not necessary to extend the conduit system in order
to accomplish that, but to stop taking down the poles and wires
that are now standing and which are required to be taken down
by direction of the Comimnissioners.

Mr. COWHERD. I want to say, in re};}y to that, that so far
as the telephone company is concerned, it has no franchise in the
city of Washington, but they have come in from time to time and
got authority to lay a duct or extend their poles here and there;
and I want to say that I think they ought to have authority to
build this duct system and authority to extend it from time to
time, but when the act is passed giving them that authority
there onght to be a reservation of the right to regulate the rates.
If Congress passes an act regulating the rates charged, I am
not in favor of a competing company. I have never been in favor
of that except in order to regulate the rates.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is there anything in the bill which will
prevent Congress from regulating the rates?

Mr. COWHERD. This bill especially reserves the right to
alter or amend or repeal.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired.

Mr. COWHERD. T just wish to have time for this question.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman to answer this ques-
tion.,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood that this proposition
has been deferred until the Supreme Court could render its de-
cision in this matter.

Mr. COWHERD. I stated that I opposed action in committes
until a decision should be rendered by the Supreme Court. It
has been held up since the committee voted to reportit for about
two months, waiting and expecting I suppose—I know that that
was what I had in mind—that there would be a decision made.
And now, unless some decision is made at this time, the chances
are that no action will be taken at this session which will give
these people an opportunity to be furnished with the service
which they desire to have., For this reason I have decided to

vote for the bill.
It will be impossible to pass a bill before Con-

Mr. BABCOCE.
gress adjourns.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Congress is not going to adjourn,
Mr. Speaker, before the middle of July, and the case will be de-
ii{de% before then. Iam informed that it will be decided next

onday.

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him
a question? If I understand, if this bill does not pass it will
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precln%amaﬁording any additional telephone service until we do
pass a bill.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Thatisitexactly. Noadditional service ean
be given where dncts are required or wires are required. The
Conimmmonem have issued the permits they can under exist-
ing law.

Mr. SWANSON. If Congress adjourns without passing this
bill, the chairman of the committee gives it as his understanding
that during the summer, and until reconvenes, these
people will not get this additional service that they require?

. BABCOCK. They will get none at all.
Mr, TAWNEY. The has stated that unless this bill
s 700 applicants for telephones will be deprived of that serv-
ice until Congress convenes.

Mr. BABC . Until the company has the right or authority
given them to make connections.

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, now, the passage of this bill is not es-
sential, is it, to give these people that telephone service that they

want?
Mr. BABCOCK. Well, there is no authority to reach them by

wire.

Mr. TAWNEY. Can not we authorize the Commissioners, by
resolution or bill, to give to the telephone company authority to
g0 extend its overhead wires to make the necessary residence con-
nections, and extend the conduits that are at present laid.

Mr. BABCOCK. Congress has acted time and again against
any extension of overhead wires. And I want to say to the gen-
tleman that no resolution could pass Congress anthorizing an ex-
tension of overhead wires in the city of Washington.

Mr. TAWNEY. Thereis an existing law; why can not they
put on the additional wires on the poles that are now up?

Mr. BABCOCK. It is not a question of existing law; it isa
question of whether they can be reached from the present poles

and from the conduits that thegﬂl::lsve.
Mr. SWANSON. Does this bill specifically reserve the right in
the future for to fix the rates?
Mr. BABCOCK. Thebill gpecifically reserves theright toalter,
amend, or .
thg{r. S;W SON. AsIunderstand, Congress has already fixed
rate?

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes.
Mr. SWANSON. And the question of rates and the fixing of

rates isBWinthaUmtedsmm courts?

Mr. K. Yes.

Mr. SWANSON. If theydecide thatthe ratesare constitutional
and legal, these new privileges given under this bill will be subject
to the rates viomlgﬁxeﬂ?

Mr. BAB K. Yes. i

Mr. SWANSON. If it is decided legal, this bill reserves the

ight to fix the rates in the future so they can not be exorbitant?
r. BABCOCK. It does.

Mr. SWANSON. Then what is the contention about here?

Mr. BABCOCK. I must say that I hardly understand it my-
self. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the
amendments.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. BAB K. They take in the thickly settled part of Co-
lumbia Heights.

Mr. G ES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have
the amendments reported again.

The Clerk again reported the amendments,

The amendments were d to.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Now, I yield to the gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr. Sivs] ten minutes.

Mr. SIMS. ~Mr. Speaker, if I was to make a statement here
about the progressof the bill it would be a reﬁ‘;ition of what the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COWHERD] stated. I have
asked all along on every occasion that action be deferred until
the Supreme Court rendered its decision. The court now has the
case under advisement, having heard it, and we do not know of
conrse what moment they may decide it or how long they will
hold it up. I was anxious fo-day to further delay the action on
the bill in order that we might get the benefit of the decision of
the Supreme Court; but the argument is made to me thatif there
is any further delay action will not be taken on the bill at all at
this session, and therefore no additional felephones can be put
ap. I thought, and think yet, that the bill may be rendered un-
o{;jectionable by making an amendment, and here is the amend-
ment which T will propose at the proper time. I want to say,
further, that I would be glad if anwﬁgenﬂcman that is acquainted
with the matter more than I am will perfect it, because 1 am not
sufficiently acquainted with telephone matters to undertake to
perfect the bill, I believe this amendment which I will offer as

a separate section would make the bill unobjectionable in every
way.

This is the amendment I propose:

An, ne company o raﬁngundsrtha}l:rcvm' ions of this
law 5{.&11 ge not exceeﬂ.:l.::eg $50 a year for telephones.

If the present law is sustained there will be no use for this
amendment; if it should go down, this amendment will be needed.
This amendment, it seems to me, can not be objectionable.

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman how this
amendment ch the law that is now in force?

Mr. SIMS. It does not change it.

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought we provided for two classes of
service, for a business house and for private houses.

Mr, SIMS. Ihave no objection to this amendment being per-
fected, as I am not familiar with these matfers. This puts the
rate at $50, which I understand to be the maximmm rate under
existing law.

Mr. HULL. That is the law now, as I understand the gentle-
man's statement.

Mr. SIMS. Yes.

Mr. HULL. And that question is now before the court?

Mr. SIMS. Yes.

Mr. HULL. Wherein does it benefit the people to putit in the
statute again? If Congress holds it is a legal rate under existin,

law, it a.]:eadg applies. If the court holds it is confiscation, wo
not they hold the same thing in this case?

Mr. SIMS, The point is this: I am intending to make the
granting of B?rivilegea under this bill conditional nupon the idea
that they shall not exceed $50, making it in the nature of a con-
tract, so tm must com;lxly with it.

Mr. TA . The gentleman’s intention is to make this in
the nature of a contract?

Mr, SIMS. Yes; in the nature of a contract.

Mr. TAWNEY. And it would be perpetual?

My, SIMS. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. So they could charge that rate for all time?
No matter what improvements were made in the service, they
would continue to charge for residence-phones as well as for
business phones $50 a year?

Mr. SIMS. Not exceeding $50.

Mr. TAWNEY. Nof exceeding $50. Does not the gentleman
think he ought to classify the service or the charges, so as to
make the charge for the resident phones not to exceed thirty-six
and the business phone not to exceed fifty dollars?

Mr. SIMS. That might be very proper. As I have stated, I
am not sufficiently familiar with this business to perfect the
amendment, but I do want substantially this amendment to go
upon the bill, because it makes this measure in the nature of a
contract, so that whether the law now existing is sustained or
not by the courts this act will remain valid. If the gentleman
from Mi ta [Mr. TAWNEY] can offer an amendment to my
amendment so as to better accomplish the object I have in view,
I certainly have no objection.

Mr. SWANSON. If Iunderstand the gentleman from Tenunes-
see correctly, this amendment will simply apply to new extensions
of the telephone service.

Mr. SIMS. New extensions granted under this bill.

Mr. SWANSON. Then thisis a new extension?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. SWANSON. And if anybody is willing to pay more than
$50 for additional service, and the company refuses to furnish it,
such a person can not get a phone until Congress sees proper to
adopt new legislation on the subject. Suppose a man is willing
to pay more than $50 for a phone, and the company is not willing
to grant him the service, then he can not have this new extension
under the present bill,

Mr. SIMS. My intention is that there shall be no charge ex-
ceedin%.z1 850 for the extended service which may be granted under
this bill.

Mr. SWANSON. Then there may be two or three different
rates for similar service,

Mr. SIMS. I am undertaking to deal with this bill now before
us—not with reference to making a classification of the service
heretofore established.

Mz, GAINES of Tennessee. My colleague [Mr. Simms] says, if
I understand him, that this amendment is to apply only to new
routes. Now, if $50 ghould in the future prove to be too high a

harge—
. Mr, SIMS. Then it can be lowered.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the company should want a
further extension of its privileges, we can say ‘* You must grant
a reduction upon the $50 rate or we will not grant you the privi-
leges you ask.™

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. There can be no law, of course, to keep
the company from reducing its rates, but this will simply fix a
maximum. I have nothing more to say on the amendment. I
will send it up to the desk as soon as it is written out. .

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The Clerk will read the
amendment for the information of the House,.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the bill a new section, to be section 8, to read as follows:

o o1 operating under the provisions of this bill shall
mﬁﬁ%ﬁhu‘;m sﬁg&;g year for i!halephmuas.“I}

Mr. BABCOCK. I make a point of order against the amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin ¢
Bagpcock] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] for
the purpose of offering the amendment? ) .

Mr. BABCOCK, 1 yieldedto the gentleman ten minutes, with-
out stating any specific purpose. -

The SP. R. The gentleman from Tennessee has no right
to offer any amendment unless the gentleman from Wisconsin
yielded to him for that purpose.

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not yield for that p g
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There was no objection made.

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee has not offered
the amendment; it has been read now for the information of the
House. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee for the purpose of offering the amendment
now?

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; but I will make a point of order ;ﬂ:on
the amendment. There is no provision whatever in this bill in
reference to rates; thereis no provision gmntiniany rights toany
telephone company. The bill simply grants authority to the Com-
missioners to do certain things that only Congress is authorized
at the present time to do. amendment is not germane at all
to the bill. -

Mr. SIMS. I haveoffered the amendment, the gentleman from
Wisconsin yielding to me for that purpose.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ten-

The point of order is made thatthe

nessee on the point of order.
amendment is not germane.

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin hold that this
amendment is not germane to the purposes of the bill? "Well, Mr.
Speaker, I do not suppose it is necessary to make an argnment on
that matter. If we are granting to this company the privilege of
laying wires through streets and alleys, we certainly may couple
with that privilege conditions umder which it may be done.

Mr. BAEEOCK. We are not granting privileges to any com-
pany. We are authorizing the Commissioners, a separate branch
of the Government, to do this thing.

Mr. MUDD, Mr, Speaker, I want to be heard on the point of
order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I am frank to say that I am in
favor of this amendment. In the committee Ireserved——

The 8 That is not an argument on the point of
order.

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I am going to argue on the point
of order. Thisisnot an appropriation bill upon which legislation
can not be attached. This is a bill giving privileges in the way
of extensions to the telephone company, and I can not imagine
nnder what theory of the rules it can be argued that we can not
annex conditions as to the exercise of the rights which we vote
here to grant. I donot think the %int is susceptible of argn-
ment as against the amendment. is nothing in the rule
that applies to it. It is simply annexing conditions to the grant
and user of the rights which we undertake to give, or, rather, it
is stronger than that. We are undertaking here not to give an
absolute right but a condifional one, and , it seems to
me beyond question, can always do that.

M. BAB%LETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply on this J)oint
of order to call the attention of the House fo a decision made by
the Chair at the last Congress, to be found on page 1262 of the
Recorp. A bill which was then being considered on Monday,
the day on which bills relating to the District of Columbia were
under consideration, and it had for its purpose the authorizing of
the laying of mains in the streets by the gas company. Anamend-
ment was offered to that bill fixing the price of gas to be charged
by the company, which was then seeking to obtain the right and
privilege to lay its mains in the streets and to extend its mains in
the streets, and on a point of order it was held the amendment
was germane to the bill. If was so held in the second session of
the Fifty-sixth Congress, and the decision will be found on page
1262 of the RECORD and on page 319 of the Manual. I think that
is exactly in point, from my recollection of the case. The anthor-
ity reads that the bill referred generally to affairs of the gas com-
pany, and the amendment introducing the subject of the price of
gas was held to be germane. Now, this is a bill in which they
n?k (t}ongress to permit themr to extend their wires along the
streets.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman to give
the citation to which he refers. Page 819 does not give the case.
‘What is the RECORD page?

Mr. BARTLETT, Itisin the second session of the Fifty-sixth

Congress, REcorp page 1262. I will hand up to the Chair the
Manual from which I am reading.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman
that the bill he refers to was an entirely different proposition. It
authorized an increase of capitalization; it granted certain and
specific rights in the streets of the District. This bill does noth-
ing of the kind. It has nothing to do with the capital or with
any specific rights, but simply grants authority to a coordinate
branch of the Government o do a specific thing. It gives the
Commissioners authority to do certain things, which anthority is
not now possessed by them.

Mr. BARTLETT. In reply to that suggestion of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin, it occurs to me that thereisasimﬁarity,
and that the case is on all fours with the case referred to. In
that case the gas company came to Congress asking it to permit
it to do certain thi in the District of Columbia, either to in-
crease its capital stock or to extend its mains, dig up the street
and extend them along the streets, which it had not then the
authority tgtdho. _gha grggt: blglpll;o%ogfg to 1gg'ive this tele 0_];1;
com authority an which 1 no , authori
to exbenpanﬁ its lines and mains along the mts—possem

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly.

Mr. BABCOCK. Thisstatement is misleading. This bill does
not doanything of thekind. Itauthorizesthe Commissioners todo
certain things, but it does not confer upon the telephone company
any rights, They can not do a single act by the passage of this
bill except by applying to the Commissioners and getting permis-
sion from them,

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule on this question.
The Chair finds the anthority cited by the gentleman remem-
bers the case very well. The title of that bill was a bill referring
generally to the affairs of a gas company, and an amendment in-
troducing the subject of the price of gas was heldtobelﬁermm "
On January 21, 1901, the House was considering a bill (H. R.
13660) relating to the Washi Gaslight Company, and for
other purposes. Mr., William W, Grout, of Vermont, moved to
recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia
with instructions to report the bill back with this amendment:

Provided further, That on and after July 1, 1902, the Washington Gaslight
Company shall furnish gas to t.h@;ggopla of the District of Columbia for 90
cents per 1,000 cubic feet; on and r July 1, 1908, for 80 cents per 1,000 cubic
feet. and on and after July 1, 1904, for 75 cents per 1,000 cubie feet.

Mr. JosgPH W. BABCOCK, of W made the point of order that the

isconsin,
bill did not deal with the price of gas, and that therefore the amendment
proposed would not be germane.

The Speaker said:

The Chair has not read the bill through, and the confusion of this morn-
ing made it almost im: Still the Chair sees that this is for
L]

th of Ry d here is ;
a 0 com , an a proviso:
e the Cox e

mmissioners of the District of Columbia may require said
company to lay such mains or conduits in an;
nue, or alley in t.hq‘D:strict of Columbia not

g-mdeg stree tghwa h:vae;
e mﬁ?; eneral bill regnla the business and this
pnny??ni‘as the Chufr is of opinion th&t::ngm pcg: of order is not weqfﬁ.i'::‘n
and that the instructions of the gentleman from Vermont are in order,

Now, here was a general bill going into the question of the reg-
ulation of the gascompany. Asisstated in the decision, it treatgd
of a franchise; but there is nothing of that character in the pres-
ent bill. It does not grant any corporate rights. It does not es.
tablish a company or clothe it with power. It does not treat of
stocks, bonds, or any of the elements connected with the organ-
izing of a corporation, but treats of a corporation in existence
and franchises and powers that the corporation already possesses.
How? By authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Co-
Jumbia to regulate this matter. It does not go into the gquestion
of prices or rates in any shape or form, nor does it invite anything
of that kind. 'When you come to treat of incorporating a com-
pany, these are limitations that should be put on and enforced,
but not on a bill of this kind, which treats wholly of the question
of conduits.

The Chair thinks that the point of order is clearly well taken.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S er—

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. er, I ask the gentleman to yield
to me for the purpose of offering an amendment.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the bill has been
pretty thoronghly discussed, and I rose for the purpose of asking
the previous question.

he SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right, but he has
no right to control the floor and prevent the offefrin% of amend-
ments, after having yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee to
offer an amendment.

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not understand the Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to demand the
previous question, but he can not control the floor to prevent
amendments, after having yielded to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee to offer an amendment.




5936

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 26,

Ml;i BABCOCK. I will withhold the demand for the previous
question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not demand the previous
question?

Mr. BABCOCK. Not now.

Mr. HEPBURN. Imove to amend the bill by adding at the
end of section 6——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized.

Mr. HEPBURN (reading):

Provided, That the privileges herein authorized to be extended to
or meﬁpomtiuns shall be exercised on condition only that service shall
nished on the terms and at the prices now authorized by law.

Mr. BABCOCK. I make the same point of order against that
amendment.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I drew that amendment——
ClThlf SPEAKER. Theamendment hasnot been reported by the

erk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of section 6 the following:

“ Provided, That the 'ﬁrivileges herein authorized to be extended to -
sons or corporations ehall be exercised on condition only that servi be

furnished on the terms and at the prices now authorized by law.”

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, the
same as to the other amendment, that the bill does not deal with
ri]ghbtfl 101' franchises, and that the amendment is not germane to
the bill,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa
[Mx. Hnrnumzk

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill originally bore this
title:

To Errovida for the removal of overhead telaﬁraph and telephone wires in
the city of Washington, for the construction conduits in the District of

Columbia, and for other purposes.

The amended title, however, reads:
A bill regulating the use of telephone wires in the District of Columbia.

Now, the bill gives to the Commissioners certain powers. It
gives them the right to authorize this corporation to extend its
conduits, and to establish poles in the alleys in the city and on the
highways in the District, to renew those poles, to use them in
house connection and otherwise. Now, here is simply another
limitation upon the power of the Commissioners that they shall
not give that privilege to any corporation except a corporation
that furnishes service in accordance with the provisions of exist-
ing law. It is only an additional limitation npon the exercise of
power on the part of the Commissioners.

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered b{ the gentleman
from Iowa is substantially the same as the one that has just been
ruled upon, although framed in a different way. The Commis-
sioners can not be treated from any standpoint except that which
is tendered by the bill under consideration., The gentleman from
Iowa can offer amendments affecting these conduits, the depth
that they may be placed in the ground, the size of them, or any-
thing bearing upon the propositions in the bill; but when he at-
tempts to instruct the Commissioners and to bind them on a mat-
ter that is purely reached by the incorporating acts themselves,
he steps entirely outside of the province of the bill, and offers a
proposifion that is not germane thereto.

. HEPBURN. 1 t.haught, Mr. Speaker, it would be entirel
legitimate to state by law the number of wires that may be
in a cable, the number of compartments that may be in a con-
duit; and if that is so, then can not we go a step further and say
how and nunder what terms one of these 10, 15, or 20 wires in a
cable may be used.

The SPEAKER. The distinction is a very sharp one. It isa
pure conduit-planting bill, and anything bearing npon that ques-
tion is legitimate and germane; but when you go back to the
constituting instrument and the guestions therein this bill does
not permit it., If that should be permitted, then you could in
thlslgfﬂl take up the question of capital stock. The Chair is very
clearly of the opinion that this amendment is not germane.

Mr. HEPBUEN. That would be a matter of organization;
this is a matter of the use of a franchise after granted.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill and amendments to its final passage.

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage.

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

Mr. BABCOCK. Division, Mr. Speaker.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 26.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on
this gquestion.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

rsons
fur-

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 56,
answered “ present’’ 20, not voting 166; as follows:

Adams,
Alexander,
Allen, Me.
Babeock,
211. Del.
Blackburn,
Blakeney,
Bcwemoc&.
Bowie,
Bromwell,
Brownlow,
Burk, Pa,
Burke, 8. Dak.
Butler, Pa.
Cannon,
Capron,

Adamson,
Allen, Ky.
Ball, Tex.
Bartlett,

Bishop,

Br un&ﬁsn,
Burleson,
Candler,

Daug'hert'y.
Douglas,

YEAS—109.
Dalzell, Knapp,
Draper, Lacey,
Eddy, Landlis,
Emerson, Latimer,
Esch, Lessler,
Fletcher, Lewis, Pa.
Flood, Lloyd,
e G £ N
ibson, Loude .
Goldfogle, McCleary,
Gmﬂ’.og MeDermott,
Greene, Mass. MecLachlan,
Grow, Mahon,
Hamilton, Mann,
Hay, Metealf,
Hitt, Mondell,
Holliday, Moody, N. C.
gﬂwlt:ll, %wdy. Oreg.
ughes, organ,
: uﬁ_, Eorﬁs,
rwin,
Jack, Hndz,
Jenkins, Mutchler,
Jett, Needham,
Jones, Wash. Otjen,
Joy, Overstreet,
Ketcham, Palmer,
Kleberg, Patterson, Pa.
NAYS 56,
Drisecall, McLain,
Foster, 111 Maddox,
Gaines, Tenn. Neville,
Gilbert, Perkins,
Henry, Miss Randell, Tex.
H{’lfbul’n‘ Ransdell, La.
Hill, Rag H.Y.
Hopkins, Rol }.maon. Ind.
Howard, Rucker,
Kehoe, Rumple,
Kitchin, Claude Scarborough,
Lanham, 1 %:'
Lever, Shackleford,
Little, Shafroth,
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—20.
Griffith, Meyer, La.
Henry, Conn. Miera,ind.
A
ellan,
McRae, Reid,
NOT VOTING-—166.
e T
Wa ¥
Elliott, Lamb,
Feely, Lassiter,
Finley, Lawrence,
Fitzgeral Lester,
Fleming, Lewis, Ga,
Foerderer, ndsay,
Fordney, Littauer,
]ch, Attlefi ua‘
Foster, Vt. Livingston,
Fox, Long,
ines, W, Va. Lovering,
Gardner, Mich. MeAndrews,
G s N M
Gill, MeCulloch,
Gillet, N. Y Mahoney,
Gillett, Mass. Marshall,
lenn, Martin,
Gooch, Maynard,
rdon, Mercer,
Graham, Mickey,
Green, Pa. Miller,
Griggs, Minor,
Grosveul or, ﬁmn.n*
orre
Hanbury, Nevin,
askins, Newlands,
Haugen Norto
Heatwole, [8) .
Hedge, Parker,
Hemenway, Patterson, Tenn.
Henry, Tex. Pearre,
Hildebrant, Pierce,
ooker, m,
Jackson, Kans. Prince,
Jackson, M Pugsley,
Jones, Va Reeder,
Kahn, Reeves,
Kern, Rixey,
Kitchin, Wm. W. Robb,
Kluttz, Roberts,

So the bill was passed.
r. Speaker, I desire to know if I am recorded.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to vote. I have been in my seat.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present in the Hall of the

Mr, LITTLE.

House?

Mr. LITTLE. In my seat.

The SPEAKER. Listening when his name was called and
failed to hear it?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir.

Payne,
Powers, Me.
Powers, Mass.
Rhea, Va.
Richard=on, Tenn.
Ruppert,
Ryan,
Bhattue,
Sherman,
Sibley,
Smith, 1.
g&mthw iek,
perry,
Btewart, N. Y.
Storm,
Bulloway,
Sulzer,
Hwanson,
Tirrell,
Tu‘m‘}:kina. Ohio
Wachter,
Wadsworth,

‘Warner,
Watson,
Woods.

)

Small,
Smith, Ry.
Snodgrass,

S'parkimn
Spight,

AWney,
Underwood,
Vandiver,
Williams, I11.
Williams, Miss.
Wooten,
Zenor.

Richardson, Ala.
Bhal.lenbnrﬁar.
Stephens, Tex,
Thomas, Iowa
Trimble,

Robertson, La.
Robinson, Nebr,
Russell,

Bchirm,

Beo
gﬂeﬁen.d

eppard,
Showalter,
Skiles,
Slayden,
Sm

Smith, H. C.

Sutheriaud:,
Tal

]

Tate,
Tayler, Ohio
Taylor, Ala.
Thayer,
Thomas, N. C.
Thompson,
Tompkins, N, Y.
%un e, his,
an Voor!
Vreeland,
Wanger.
Warnock,
Weeks,
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The SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman from Arkan-
8as.
The name of Mr. LiTTLE was called, and he voted ‘‘nay.”

The following additional pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. DAVEY.

Mr. Foss with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana.

Mr. MERCER with Mr. STARK.

For this day: -

Mr. Bristow with Mr. PUGSLEY.

Mr. BouTELL with Mr. GRIGGS.

Mr. DoveENER with Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. FINLEY,

Mr. MarsHALL with Mr, KErN for balance of day,

On this vote:

Mr. Dick with Mr. RIXEY.

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. BURNETT.

Mr. GrosvENOR with Mr. CLAYTON.

Mr, CALDERHEAD with Mr. WHEELER.

Mr. Corniss with Mr. FINLEY.

Mr. WM. ALpEN SMmiTH with Mr. BRANTLEY.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the
title will be agreed to.

There was no objection.

On motion of Mr, BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

OCCUPATION OF STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BY CER-
TAIN RAILROADS DURING ENCAMPMENT OF THE GRAND ARMY OF
THE REPUBLIC.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of
Senate resolution 87, to permit steam railroads in the District of
Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order to accom-
modate the trave nﬁepnbh‘e attending the encampment of the
Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are
hereby authorized to issue to steam rai ies in said District per-

compani
mits to temporarily occupy additional parts of streets for the fpu.rpoae of
accommodating the trave!

nfo ublic “tendmgﬁ the encampment of the Grand
Army of the Republic in Oc T, 1902: Provided, That such temporary occu-

pation shall-not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall be subject to
conditions prescribed by said Commissioners.

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was
read the third time, and passed. :

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table,

ANACOSTIA AND FOTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. BABCOCEK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take up House bill
12800, requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com-
pany to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com-
pany, of the District of Columbia, be, and it hereby is, authorized and re-
quired to construct the necessary tracks and to make the n connec-
tions for the purpose of aporst_ii its cars by the undcrgrouﬁ electric
system, such as is now in use on its Eleventh street line, over and along the
following route, namely: Beginning at the northern terminus of its Eleventh
street line at Eleventh street and Florida avenue north, by double track,
along Eleventh street to Lydecker avenue; thence easterly, by single track,
along Lydecker ayenue to Morgan street; thence northerly along Morgan
street to Lamar place; thence west along Lamar place to street; thence
south along Eslin street to Lydecker avenue, connecting at that point with
the tracks herein anthorized. i

8g0. 2. That the extension herein authorized shall be completed and the
cars operated thereon within two years from the date of the issuance of a
permit by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

SEc. 8. That the extension herein provided for shall be constructed in ac-
cordance with plans satisfactory to the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia and approved by them. y

SEc. 4. That the said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company
shall have over and respecting the route herein provided for the same rights,
powers, and g}rivﬂegeﬁ it has, or hereafter may have, by law over sng TE-
specting its other routes, and be subject in respect thereto to all the other
provisions of its charter and of law.

The Clerk read the following amendments, recommended by
the committee:

In line 14, E«:ga 1, strike out the words ‘‘Lamar place® where they occur
and substitute therefor the following: ** ‘?ﬂ?ﬁng street.”

Add as a new section to the bill, to ge designated * Bection5," the following:

“8ec. 5. Congress reserves the right to amend, alter, or repeal this act.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and :

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, g motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) making
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appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for
earmament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for
trial and service, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had sed bill of
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S.282. Anact Upmviding for the appointment of James W. Long,
late a captain, United States Army, a captain of infantry, and for
placing. his name on the retired list.

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill
(8. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms,
Revenue-Cutter Service, had asked a conference with the House
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
pointed My, FrRYE, Mr. McMiLLAN, and Mr. MARTIN as the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4264)
providing that the statutes of limitations of the several States
shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any courts for the
recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May 10, 1854, be-
tween the United States of America and the Shawnee tribe of
Indians.

PREVENTION OF SMOKE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBEIA.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take up the bill (H. R.
14147) to amend an act for the prevention of smoke in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved February 2,
1899,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of an act for the prevention of smoke in
the District of Columbin, and for other Bmose&. approved February 2, 1809,
be, and the same is hereby, amended to as follows: “That on and after
the dpa.ssnge of this act the emission of dense or thick black or gray smoke or
cinders for a continuous period of three minutes from any smokestack or
chimney in connection with any stat.:onaléy engine, steam boiler, or fur-
nace of any description within the District of Columbia shall be deemed and
is hereby declared to be a public nuisance: Provided, That nothing in thia
act shall be construed as applied to chimneysof buildings used exclusively
for private residences.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

CHURCHES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMEBIA OUTSIDE OF FIRE LIMITS.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of
buildings in the District of Columbia.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to r to
the height of buildings in the District of Columbia,” approved March 1, 1899,
be amended by thereto the following: ‘* Prov That this require-
ment shall no apply to churches erected outside of the fire limits as now or
hereafter estab within the District of Columbia.*

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
was read the third time, and passed.

DOGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of
the bill (S. 4792) relative to the control of dogs in the District of
Columbia. The House committee reported a substitute for the
Senate bill, and I ask that the substitute be read imstead of the
Senate bill.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment by way
of substitute will be read.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That sections 3,4, and 9 of the act of
June 19, 1878, entitled **An act to create a revenue in the Dis
by 1evy‘intgna tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs
and for other purposes,”
as follows:

**8E0C. 3. That the pound master of the District of Columbia shall, during
the entire year, seize all dogs found ru.n.nm% at large without the tax
issued by the collector aforesaid attached, and all female dogs in heat fcm‘gﬁ
run at large, and shall impound the same; and if within forty-eight
hours the same are not redeemed by the owners thereof by the payment of
§2 they shall be sold or destroyed, as the d master may deem advisabl
and any sale made by virtue hereof shall be deemed valid to all intents an‘a
pu in all courts of the District of Columbia,

s glﬁc. 4. That any dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided for.

ess approved

ct of umbia
personal Tt

be, and the same are hereby, amended go E;?apemgd

ax-
cept female dogs in heat, shall be permitted to run at large within the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and any dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided
for shall be regarded as personal ty in all the courts of said District,

proper
and any person injuring or destroy}“g? the same shall be liable to a civil ac-
tion for damages, which, upon of said injuring or killing, may be
awarded in a sum equal to the value usually put upon such rty by per-
sons buying and selling the same, subject to such modifications as the par-
ticular circumstances of the’case may make proper.
*8Ec. 9. That if any owner or maae@aog of a fierce or dangerous dog shall
mrmlt the same to goat large in the District of Columbia, knowing sa?& dog
be fierce or dangerous, to the danger or annoyance of the inhabitants, he
shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $20: and
if such animal shall attack or bite any , the owner or possessor thereof
shall, on conviction, be punished by a not exceeding 0, and in addition
to such punishment the court ahnli‘ adjudge and order that such animal be
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forthwith delivered to the d master, and said pound master is hereby
S e e
in the Dig;rict. of Columbia while in heat he shall, upon mﬁcﬂo?:berml.
be punished by a fine not exceeding §20.-

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment by way of substitute.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was read
the third time, and passed. .

REFUNDING OF CERTAIN LICENSE TAXES BY THE COMMISSIONERS OF
THE DISTRICT.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Iask to take up the bill (S. 3208)
to anthorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to re-
fund certain license taxes.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be,
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to refund to wholesale and
retail liguor dealers who were engaged in business in said ton
a‘ld:l &ogm Eﬁ:&oﬂﬂly collected as taxes for the license year
en g

Sl’.‘n(f 2, That for the purpose of cnrg{'hl.g into effect the provisions of the
preceding section the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereb:
authorized to adjust the amounts found to be equitably due by the accoun
ing officers of the District, and pay the same out of the fund provided for
the erroneous payment of taxes,

The bill was ordered fo be read a third time; was read the
third time, and passed.

AMENDMENTE TO DISTRICT CODE.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr, Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill
(S. 493) to amend an act entitled ** Anact to establish a code of law
for the District of Columbia.”” I ask that the substitute reported
by the House committee may be read in lieu of the Senate bi

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that the
substitute reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia
of the House be read instead of the Senate bill. Without objec-
tion, this course will be proceeded with.

Mr. CANNON.. Mr. er, what does this bill call for?

The SPEAKER. This is the District code bill.

Mr. CANNON. I think that bill is subject to consideration in
Committee of the Whole House. Itincreases the salaries in some
instances. I do mot care anything abont making the point pro-
vided it can be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole under the five-minute rule.

Mr. JENKINS. We have no objection fo that, Mr. Speaker,
but I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, to avoid any
misapprehension, that there is no increase of in the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Thereis onthe face of the bill. For instance,
it increases the salary of some insurance officer from $2,500 to

,b00.
saI&I:l'. JENKINS. The gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. CANNON. Well, I merely read the part in italics.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
JExKINS] admit the point made by the gentleman from Ilinois?

Mr. CANNON. I think we can adjust this question. I think
this matter ought to be considered in the way I have suggested.

Mr, JEN'K% S. Very well; I ask that the bill be considered in
the House as in Committee of the Whole.

There was no objection.

Mr., JENKINS. Now, I ask nnanimons consent to dispense
with the first reading of the bill.

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly.

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs, read the
following:
4 .&n}eﬁlﬂ sectionda by midi:nti at tlife eéliélmd section h&ht?w mﬁh “N oot jtx]:]a-

of o 4 e L]

Jaw, subiest $0 the penaity of vemoval from his ofifos ™ x

Mr. CANNON. Mr.Speaker,I that section 8 is subject
to amendment. I donot see why it should not be, under the rules.
Section 8, which was embraced in this code as passed, starts out—

There shall be ten justices of the peace in the District.

Now, this part of the bill proposes to amend section 3 by de-
claring that these officers shall not practice law. I think there
ought not to be more than four justices of the peace in this
District.

Mr. CLAREK. How can four transact the business?

Mr. CANNON. Well, the whole ten have not much business.
These are salaried officers, at the rate of $3,000 per annum, and
they earn in fees only a small part of their salaries.

I am not very particular about the number. It may be that
there ought to be five of these officers. I have no objection to
that number. But I would like to have it settled whether the
section is subject to amendment. It is proposed in the bill to
amend section 8 in one particular. Now, why is it not subject to
amendment in another? It seems to me that it ought to be.

Mr. CLARK. Why not put the justices of the peace on a fee
basis and then allow them to practice law for all it is worth?

Mr. CANNON. Formerly the justices of the peace in this Dis-
trict were on a fee basis, but the new code puts them on a salary
basis, with salaries of $3,000 each, and gives them an allowancs
of, I think, two or three hundred dollars for ordinary expenses,

A MemBER. Two hundred and fifty dollars,

Mr. CANNON. Yes; they are quite lordly gentlemen,

Mr, CLARK. Iam notin favor of having more than four of
them, if they are salaried officers.

Mr. CANNON. T do not wish to speak disrespectfully of them.
In a few minutes I can get a statement of the amount of fees
that they earn. The amount is a very small part of what it costs
to pay them their salaries.

Mr. CLARK. If these officers are going to receive salaries at
all, ought not the salaries to be on the basis of the fees? That is

the way it is everywhere elze.

Mr. CANNON. It wonld seem so; yet a different arrangement
was adopted in this codification, which was made last year, I
think it might be well that these should be feed officers, provided
they turn in their fees in excess of §3,000,

Mr. CLARE. Iknow of only one place where justices of the
Feqce get salaries, and that is St. Louis. I wasa member of the

egislature that helped pass the law allowing them salaries, and

they were allowed salaries amounting to about one-half what
they had received in fees. The reason for fixing salaries was the
contention that those officers were receiving too much as fees—
that they were making more than the circuit jnﬂﬁ.

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will move as an amendment to strike
01}%,, in line 1, section 3, the word “ten’ and insert the word
i 0‘1‘.‘-”

Mr. JENKINS. It seems to me the gentleman’s motion ought
to be to amend the amendment. :

Mr. CANNON. I do not know how to offer my amendment
otherwise than I am doing. The Clerk is now reading what you
propose to do. You propose to substitute for the pending hill
what is printed in i 8. Now, I propose to amend your substi-
tute. I ask the Clerk to put my amendment in shape.

Mr. MUDD. Allow me to say that this bill consists of certain
gﬁgiﬁc amendments to the code, and we can not well amend any-

ing which is not in the bill.

Mr. CANNON. This proposed substitute does that.

Mr. MUDD. It seems to me that the proper thing for the gen-
tleman from Illinois to do would be to ascertain the section of the
code which fixes the number of justices of the peace.

%. I(I?I%NDND ON»jth have do?l;a 80; it is selt;lﬁc‘%n 3. e

Y. 5 ereisano-erthm'ﬁw' , per , onght to
be provided for if this amendmentisto beadopted. I gg n&;:ltﬁmo
just what ah:ﬁ)]es it is in, but if I understand correctly, there is a

rovision in this code that each justice of the peace shall have a
eputy marshal, this officer taking the place of the constable under
the old law.

Now, if the gentleman thinks it is to reduce the number
of justices of the peace, I submit to him that he better consider
whether or not he wants each justice of the peace to have three
or four deputy marshals or whether he wants to reduce the num-
ber of marshals. 4

Mr. CANNON. Well, we will reach that when we get to it.

Mr. MUDD. We must be consistent in our economy as we go

along.

Mr. CANNON. That is right.

Mr, MUDD. Su we that for the present.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; there are a whole lot of them. Ioffer
the following amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to rea

The Clerk read as follows: 2

After the word “office,” in line 17 of the bill, amend by striking out the
word * ten,” in line 1 of said section, and inserting the word * four."

Mr. CANNON. 8Sothatitwill thenread: ‘° There shall be four

justices of the in the District.”
Mr. JENK]IEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from
Illinois will yield to me for a moment, just for the purpose of

asking a question—

The SP%AKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin will suspend
a moment. The Chair is at a loss to know just the mode of pro-
cedure that the gentleman from Illinois is seeking to pursue.
‘We have 'hefor?l %3 %lm%ff law fgrbth:g]iiﬂﬁ“ &fﬁ Columbia,
a ved March 3, > e Senate brought in a bill proposing
cgrptla;:lon amendments to that code. The House oommitaae in this
case has adopted section 8 by way of a substitute, the same sec-
tion that the Senate has. It seems to the Chair that all we can do
now is to consider these amendments and that they must be ger-
mane to the propesition in the bill, not to the code itself. The
gentleman’s amendment is aimed at the code.

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

The SPEAKER. And there is nothing in the amendments
here that touches the code so far as the amendment of the gentle-
man is concerned. The amendment must be germane to the bill,
not to the code, and the bill does not take up the subject of the
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number of justices of the peace at all, neither the Senate amend-
ment nor amendment recommended by the committee. The
Chair is of opinion that in considering this bill we have fo con-
gider the bill and not the code. Now, if the gentleman has any
views on that subject, theClmuwﬂlbegladtohearhnn.

. Mr. CANNON. Ihave not. Isupposed the object of this bill
was to amend the code. It might as well have read in this way,
after reading section 8 of the code, adding what is contained in
lines 15, 16, and 17. Then, unﬂoubtedly. it seems to me it would
have been snb;ect to amendment but that is certain which can
be rendered certain. Now, the prnpomtmn is to amend section 3
by adding at the end of said section the following words:

No justice of the his term of office shall e e in the practice
of the law, subject to the penalf} of removal from his og‘(f

That is the propesition. This is to amend the code—a bill to
amend the code. The first thing to amend is section 3. I say,
very well. Now, this entire amendment to section 3, it seems to
me, is germane, It is true that it is unhandy to get at.

Mr. HILL. Itistoamend the code.

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the title is ** To amend an act entitled
‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia.’
It seems to me any amendment from section to section, as this is
being considered under the five-minute rule, and pamﬁaph to
paragraph, is apt, that amends the act. Of course, ve got
to refer to the act to do that, otherwise we would dea.l strictly
within very narrow limits in revising this act, and that is what
it is, amending the whole act. We run from one section to an-
other, and this, as I understand it, is a House substitute for the
Senate bill.

Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield a
moment, I want to call his attention to the fact that the section
would then be very imperfect. Section 3 provides for the appoint-
ment of 10 justices of the peace.

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. JENKINS. It further provides that the Supreme Court
shall divide the district into 10 subdistricts and prescribe the
place in each subdistrict where the justice thereof shall have his
office, etc. Now, it wonld still need further change.

Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. JENKINS. Iwouldsuggest thnt the gentleman take time
to prepare a substitute for the pendin %':poslhon here on page

63, providing that section 3 of the act is hereby amended so as to
muf as follows, etc., and then embrace his amendment. Then
the whole matter will be in harmony.

Mr. CANNON. I think that is wise, becanse these words
ought to be stricken ont:

By and with the advice and consent of the Senate.

It is getting so now that yon can not appoint somebody to at-
tend an ash-

Mr. MAHO Or a pound catcher.

Mr. CANN! ON. Ora pound catcher, but what nnder the law
as it creeps in through the carelessness of the House he has got
to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and
oonmt of the Senate. {La.ughter.] I think a substitute ought

repared, and I will say to my friend, if he is willing, I
Fcan in five minutes prepare a substitute for section three.

MrJENKDTS I want to say to the tleman and to the
House that I feel it to be my duty to state, inasmuch as this mat-
ter has been brought up here, that when the code passed the
Honse we were of opinion that five justices of the peace were all
that were required; but the bill as finally provided for
ten. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Caxxox], chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, has called the attention of the
District Committee to this matter, and insists that according to
his information ten justices of the peace are too many at a fixed
salary of $3,000 a year apiece. Now, I do not see how I can pos-
sibly make any objection to the proposed amendment of the gen-
tleman from Illinois; but I want the legislation harmonionus.
therefore ask unanimouns consent that we pass this section with-
out prejudice, to return to it when it is convenient for the gen-
tleman from Illinois to present his amendment.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman
a question or two. What sort of jurisdiction do these justices
have, criminal and civil both, or simply civil jurisdiction?

Mr. JENKINS. Civil jurisdiction.

Mr. CLAREK. Then four are enough.

The SPEAKER. If the Chair can have the attention of the
gentleman from Illinois a moment, the Chair sees what the gen-
tleman from Illinois is seeking to accomphah There have been
a number of decisions bearing upon this guestion, some by the
Chair in the last Congress, and others before that. It seems fo
the Chair that the gentleman can reach the matter that he seeks
to reach by an amendment to this bill in section 3, where the
justices of the peace are treated of, by a proviso that there shall
not be more than eight, or whatever number he wishes, so long

as the amendment is aimed at the pending bill. Of course, the
House can revise the code if it wants to; but it has here simply
the amendments of the Senate. Those amendments are the
subject-matter now beforas the House.

Mr. JENKINS. Then, I will ask unanimous consent to pass
over this section.

Mr. CANNON. I think I have it ready now.

Mr. JENKINS. Then I withdraw my request, as the gentle-
man says he has his amendment prepared.

. CANNON. I will read it. I propose this amendment by
way of a substitute:

BEC. 8. Appointment and qualifications.—There shall be four justices of
the peace in the District, who shall be :g?omted by the President of the
Uni‘bad States for a term of four years, er removed as provided

w: Provided, That no person shall ba appointed tomidomeeunlaawha
Iix]l have been a bona fide resident of said District for the contim riod
of at least five years immediately intment, and s}m}l utthe‘r
have held the office of justice of ict for a period of a
least two years or have been e‘ngngud in the actual practice of law be-
fore the supreme court of the District for a period of at least five years >
to his uppommenu Each of said justices before entering upon the d of
take nn oath for the faithful and impartial performance of the
dzmes of his office, and shall give bond in w.ch m'm. in such penalty, and
with snch surety or sureties as may be p the supreme court of
the District. And said snpreme court slmil divide ihe said Dmtrict into four
subdistricts and prescribe the place in each su where the justice
thereof shall bave his office for transaction of business and may chan
the boundaries of snch subdistricts and the localities of the oﬂlm of
ustices therein from time to time as the volume and convenience of tha
usiness may require.

And thenadd the words that appear in this bill.

Mr. JENKINS. I should like to say to the gentleman from
Illinois that I do not think his pro amendment will operate
as a to section 3 of the code.

Mr. HOPKINS. Then why not put that in there?

Mr. JENKINS. The code provides for ten justices of the peace,
while the proposed amendment provides for four. It mightmake
fourteen, instead of reducing the number.

Mr. CANNON. No; my proposition is to amend section 3—
lf!rl.l JENKINS. .Ame section 8 * so that the same shall read
as follows.”’

Mr. CANNON. That is what I propose to do—to amend sec-
tion 3 so as to read as follows; and then if the Clerk will just add
to the amendment those words——

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman
means fo strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, after figure 3, and to
insert

Mr. CANNON. Yes.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will make it conform.
The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out after the fi 8, in line 14, all of the paragraph and insert the
followi o 30 as to as follows:

“8BEo. lntments.nd&l ualifications.—Thereshall be four justices of the
Eence in the istrict, who shall be appointed by the President of the Umted
tates for a term of four years, unless sooner removed as provided

Provided, That no person shall be appointed tosaid oﬂice unless he lmve
been a bona fide rcsidznt of said Distriet for the continnous period of at least
five years 1mmedmt.oliprecodmg his appointment, and shall either have held
the ofﬁm of justice of the peace in said Distriet for a period of at least two years
orshall bave been engaged in the actual practice of law before the suprems
court of the District fora period of atleast five years prior to his appointment.

j beforeentering u the duties of his office take an
oath for the faithful and impartial pe ties of hisoffice, and
shall give bond

ormance of the du
Ho Ax ks b Drescribed by the sgiivise cont of (e Disteioh, 5o il s
as may court o su-
pramewnrt shall divide the said District into four subdistricts and

be
the place in-each snbdistrict where the justice thereof shall have office
for the transaction of business, and may change the boundaries of such sub-

districts and the localities of the offices of the just.wes therein from time to

as the volume and eonvenience of the busi: yrequire. No justice
of the peace during his term of office shall %age in the practico of law,
subject to the ty of removal from h

Thtf SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men
uestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.
The Jlerkk read as follows;
Ammd section 7 so that it will read as follows:

“SEg, T. Jury trials: Trial by jury before justices of the peace is hereb
abolished. Each h Justico of the %eflce pist ol Mot bt st anil &
under oath or actual view to issue of charge Eo

warrants returnable

ice court, inst persons accused of crimes and offenses committed in the

%'mt of (;o umbm. and to make a record thereof in a book to be kept for

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the
entire section and to insert in lien thereof the words ** Sectlon 7
is hereby repealed.” The District code by another section gives
the 31131?106 s court—

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out all of lines 3 to 10, inclusive, on page 64.

Mr. RAY of New York. No; 4 to 10, inclusive.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend-
ment to wntm%_

Mr. RAY of New York. It is simply to strike out section 7.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend-
ment to writing.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Line 3, page 64, after the word * trial,” in line 2, strike out all down to the
word ‘;Srﬂend,“ in line 11, and insert “‘and section 7 of said act is hereby
repealed.

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, see¢tion 7, as it
now stands, reads, ““ jury trials, trial by jury before justices of
the peace is hereby alJJo!.lshed.” That is all there is in it now.
The jurisdiction of these justices of the peace extends to contro-
versies involving the sum of $300 or less, and replevin cases, etc.,
involving the same amount, and then in certain cases they have
concurrent jurisdiction with other courts. Now, these cases may
involve snbstantially all that the parties are worth who are com-
lled to gointo these conrts tohave their rights determined; and
simg:uly say that, in my judgment, it is an outrage upon the peo-
ple of this District, the poorer classes of people, to deny to them
the right of trial by jury. Their all isas sacred to them as is the
property and property rights of the more prosperous citizens.

Now, the bill proposes to amend further—and it is the gist of
this amendment—that each justice of the peace is authorized and
required ‘“on complaint under oath or actual view ’—I do not
know what view; but on view of something, I do not know
what—** to issue warrants free of charge, returnable to the police
court, against persons accused of crimes and offenses committed
in the District of Columbia, and to make a record thereof and in
a book to be kept for that purpose.” In other words, it is pro-
posed to give jurisdiction to these justices of the peace to issue
criminal Eroceas. ‘While they are deprived of all criminal juris-
diction, they may issue criminal process either on written com-
plaint or do it *‘on view,”” whether it is *‘ view of the crime,”
“‘yiew of the complainant,” * view of the defendant,’” * view of
the heavens,’’ or ‘‘ view of the adjacent property,’”” or what they
do not say. But I am op to this provision, and I hope this
House is opposed to it. If they are nunworthy to have criminal
jurisdiction to hear and determine the merits of a complaint,
they ought not to have the right to issue criminal process. Let
the complainant go to the eriminal courts or police justices.

In the State of New York a criminal process can not be issuned
by any officer until he has before him a complaint reduced to
writing, until witnesses have been sworn to ascertain whether
there is some cause to believe that a crime has been committed.
Then the police justice or a judge or officer having ecriminal ju-
risdiction may issue process and make it returnable before him-
self or in certain contingencies before some other criminal officer.
Now, in the first place, these two subjects-matter ought not to
be confounded in the same section. In the second place, we ought
not to deprive these people of a jury trial where so much to them
isinvolved. It may seem a small amount to some of us and to
the rich men of the Distriet, but to thounsands of citizens the sum
is large.

MrFCLARK. Mr. Speaker, there is another thing about this
jury business, Article 7 of the amendments of the Constitution
SAYS:

i e e e e
aeouﬁarw?ise Godi B2l s any Pourt of the United States than ggrdiug
to the rules of the common law.

I do not believe if. we put that in the law it is of any account
after we put it in. Surely there is not a man in this country that
ought not to have a jury trial if he wants one. :

'%he SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment.

Mr.JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 01:3036 the amendment.
Now, I want so say to the House that the only opposition that is
made to this amendment is made by the gentleman from New
York, who says he does not want it passed. I would like to ac-
commodate the gentleman from New York whenever it is conven-
jent and let his judgment prevail, but I ask that this House be
informed before it votes on this question. I want to say to my
friend from Missouri that he need not have any fears with refer-
ence to theright of trial by jury. Anyman cannow haveatrial by
jury. But I do not want the gentleman from Missouri to be mis-
ged by anything that the gentleman from New York has said. It
is very evident that the gentleman does not understand this from
what he has said.

In the first place, the policy of Congress has been to have all
these criminal proceedings tried in the police court, where every
advantage and opportunity is given for the trial of any case
brought there. It is deemed much better for the administration
of justice to have all these cases tried there. The judges are ex-
celiant men, men of experience, and men of judgment, and have
the confidence of this community. Tha%hhava their arrange-
ments for the trial of all these cases. ey have the officers
there to assist them in the execution of their duty, and convenient
rooms for the trial of all cases. All criminals now brought for
trial, if they so desire, can be tried by ju I want to say to the

House and the gentleman from New Yor ' that this amendment
that he is so bitterly opposed to is placed here before this House

by the earnest and unanimous request of the ommissioners of
the District of Columbia, and does not prevent justice being done,
and does not deprive any man of his legal rights.

Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt the gentleman?
Have not the people of the District anything to say whether they
shall have a trial by jury in civil cases involving $300 or less, or
not? Are we going to deprive several hundred thousand people
of a trial by jury because the District Commissioners want it done?

Mr. JEN S. The gentleman does not ask any question.

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, I do; I ask that question.

Mr. JENKINS. There is no one complaining. If anyone has
complained to the gentleman from New York, he has not com-
municated the complaint to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Mr, RAY of New York. May I interrupt again?

Mr. JENKINS. I decline to yield.

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me say—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is out of
order; he does not address the Chair.

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. JENKINS. No; not at this time. I was saying to the
members of the House, for their information, that if anyone has
uttered any complaint no complaint has come to any member of
the Committee on the District of Columbia with reference to this
matter, Everybody that is charged with an offense can be tried
by a jury in the police court of this District. The amendmentis
introduced at the request of the Commissioners in the interest of
justice, because it is not always convenient for a person who
knows when a crime has been committed to come down to the
police court and make complaint, but it was deemed advisable,
after considering the question, to recommend to this House that
this amendment be adopted, because it simply gives any person
who knows, or who has reason to believe, that a crime has been
committed, an opportunity to go before one of the justices of the
peace and make complaint, so that that party can be arrested; the
warrant is returnable to the police court.

It makes no difference to the committee whether the amend-
ment is struck out, but I want the House to understand that it
does not deprive anyone of any right under the Constitution of a
trial by jury; they are tried the same, but it is recommended be-
cause 1t may prevent the escape of criminals.

It might as well be understood that the people of Washington
labor under a ireat many embarrassments here that no other
community in the country labors under.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. RAY of New York. ‘Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
has stated over and over again that every person may havea jury
trial under the provisions of this law, and he criticises the gen-
tleman from New York for suggesting something to the contrary.
Eo?]? let us read the law that they propose to put upon the statute

Amend section 7 so that it will read as follows:

“8ro. 7. J trials: Trial by jury before justices of the peace is hereby
abolished. Each justice of the peace is authorized and required on complaint
under oath or actual view toissue warrants free of charge returnable to the

lice court, against persons accused of crimesand offensescommitted in the

district of Columbia, and to make a record thereof in a book to be kept for
that purpose.

Mr, JENKINS. That is the present law.

Mr. RAY of New York. And I move to strike it out and re-
store jury trial; that is my amendment. The gentleman from
‘Wisconsin has stated over and over again that the people are not
deprived of a jury trial, but are entitled to it. In that he is mis-
taken. I say thatin my ﬁl&gment, and I submit it to the judg-
ment of the men of this House, that here in the District of Co-
lumbia the people who have $300 or even less at stake have a
right to a jury trial and ought to have it if they see fit to demand
it. If they do not demand it, then they can go to trial before a
justice of the peace withouta jury. Strike this out and they can

ave a jury trial or not, as they see fit. Strike this out and the
man with $300 or even less at stake may have his case sub-
mitted to a jury. e ’

Leave it in and you and I here in this District seeking justice
are compelled to go to trial before one of these justices of the

, who may be an enemy of ours, and we can not have a jury.

on deny one of the greatest privile‘fes sought to be gnaranteed

to these people by the Constitution of the United States. If it is

§350, you can have a jury trial; but if it is $300 or less, no. If it

is §3,000, a part of what the rich man has, he may have the jury

trial; but all that the poor man has may be swept away from him
without a jury trial.

If a Republican House in the twentieth century desires to write
that infamy on the statute book, I want them to do it; but I will
give you a fair chance to go on record before itisdone. [Applause.]

Mr, KLEBERG Tose,
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Mr. RAY of New York. I yield to the gentleman,

Mr. KLEBERG. I agree with the gentleman from New York,
but I wish to bring out this fact: Is it not a fact that this amend-
ment has reference to civil cases as well as criminal?

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. They propose the section
as it stands with an amendment to the section which gives a jus-
tice of the peace who has no criminal jurisdiction the power to
issue warrants in criminal cases, even on a view: some indefinite
view, and the amendment does not say what. It may be a view
of the erime itself; that is what is meant, probably. It may be a
view of the criminal; it may be on a view or inspection of the com-
plainant. I say the section as it stands is ill-advised; I say it is
wrong; Isay it is a violation of the principles of our Government,
a violation of the liberties of the people of the District of Colum-
bia, and I trust the amendment Wi]llll)e agreed to. It strikes the
section—section T—from the law—the District code.

Mr. BARTLETT. I agree thoroughly with the gentleman on
the proposition that we ought to have jury trials in the District
of Columbia. The gentleman remembers that I have a 'bill be-
fore his committee to give trial by jury to other citizens who are
char;

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, we will take care of that when
we get to it. Let us correct one evil at a time.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am with the gentleman on the present
question; but I hope he will remember his present views about
jury trials when he comes to frame a report on that bill.

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, you will get no promises out
of me now. [Laughter.

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not want any * promises’ from the
gentleman, I merely ask that he shall carry out his views con-
sistently in other cases in reference to jury trials.

Mr. RAY &f New York. I can not say what the committee
will do with the gentleman’s bill when it 18 reached; but I do not
think there is any such statnte as that I am now discussing any-
where on any of our statute books.

Mr. JENEENS. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say what my
limited time prevented me from saying a moment ago—that the
law to which the gentleman from New S}E’Jgrk [Mr, RAY] seems =0
bitterly opposed now, in the interest of t T man, is the exist-
ing law; and the gentleman from New York voted for it if he was
present in the House discharging his duty at the time the measure
was under consideration. And this provision of law was recom-
mended unanimously by the bar of this District; and I think the
bench also approved of it. But, at any rate, section 7 as it now
. reads here in the code was pending here before Congress for at
least six months, and not a single individunal in or out the city of
Washi n, in or out of Congress, raised any objection to the
proposed law, and it received the approval of both Houses and the
approval of the President of the United States; and I repeat, up
to this time not a single person has uttered a complaint against it.

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me a single sug-
gestion? As everybody knows, the Constitution secures to every
individual a jury trial in all cases involving more than §20. Now,
on what authority do we undertake to change that provision by
making the limitation $300 instead of $20?

Mr. 8. Well, I have not time to enlighten my friend
from Georgia with reference to the Constitution. If he will only
read it, he is capable of understanding it himself.

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to know the gentleman’s construc-
tion.

Mr. JENKINS. Now, the only amendment that has been rec-
ommended by the committee is to permit a justice of the peace to
issne a warrant for the arrest of an offender and to have that
warrant returnable to the police court. That is the amendment.

Mr. BARTLETT. Have I the gentleman’s permission for a sin-
gle further suggestion? I understood the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RAY% to refer to a jury trial in civil cases.

Mr. JENKINS. Well, that is the law in the District now; and
the gentleman from GeorﬁiaJMr. BARTLETT] voted for it.

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, if I did, I did not know it.

Mr. MANN. Nobody voted for it; it passed by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEN-
xk1ns] allow me to ask him a question?

Mr. JENKINS. I yield for a question.

Mr. CLARK. Suppose that the law is now as the gentleman
states, why not change it? The House has power to do that.

Mr. JENKINS. I have not the slightest objection, if it is at
}Jresent the opinion of Congressthat the law ought to be changed.

simply want the House to understand the question. We are not
now recommending that provision.

Mr. CLARK. V%fhat reason do the proponents of this proposi-

tion to take away the trial by jury give for it?
belli_{r. JENKINS. Well, this was passed nearly two years ago, I
leve.
Mr. CLARK. I donotcare when it was passed. 'What reason

is there for taking away the trial by jury? There must be some
reason or the provision onght not to be sanctioned.

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not know anything about that question
at this time.

Mr. RAY of New York. I can answer that question if the
gentleman from Wisconsin will permit.

Mr. JENKINS. Very well.

Mr. RAY of New York. The object of putting that provision
in was to make it easy for these gentlemen—these 10 justices
of the peace in the District of Columbia—to draw their salaries
out of the public Treasury. That was the object—to do away
with the labor of (lrlaw"ing a jury, (tio gi_\ée these 10 justices of the
peace more personal power, more dignity.

Mr. CLAIR%. Ho%)vo does taking g?va{r the trial by jury help
them to draw their $3,000 a year?

Mr. RAY of New York. ﬁ‘hey get their salaries more easily—
don’t you see?

Mr. CLARK. I do not.

Mr. RAY of New York. They do not have the work of impan-
eling a jury, or their power orinfluencelessened. The law makes
them both judge and jury.

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask another question. Isnot this aboli-
tion of trial by jury directly and squarely in the face of the sev-
enth amendment of the Constitution of the United States?

Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker—

Mr. CLARK. Wait a minute. I desire the gentleman to
answer that.

The SPEAKER. The gentlemar from Wisconsin has the floor.

Mr. RAY of New York. I think it is unconstitutional, I will
state to the gentleman from Missouri. It is unjust. It may be
held that the District of Columbia is not entitled to the benefit of
the constitutional provision referred to, but subject to such arbi-
trary acts as Congress sees fit to enact.

Mr. JENKINS. As I say, Mr. Speaker, I simply want the
House to understand the question. Ihave no personal pride about
it, and I do not think any gentleman on the committee has. I
simply want’ them to understand that some year and a half ago
the law was passed in this District that trial by jury before jus-
tices of the peace be abolished. Now, then, if Congress wants to
change it, I have not the slightest objection. I am simply saying
that up to this time no citizen of this District or any person else
has come and made any complaint to the committee on the ques-
tion. I will ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman trom New York.

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 39 so that it will read as follows:

**8Ec. 89. Retiring justices, and removal, resignation, and death.—It shall
be the duty of every justice of the hereafter npggmtad. upon his resig-
nation or removal office, or the expiration of commission, a:?lmgx
case of his death, it shall be the duty of his executor or administrator, to de-
liver all dockets and all original T8 in cases in the possession of such
Justice of the peace at the time ofp.h resignation, removal, expiration of
com on, or death, to his successor in office.”

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 22, 65, after the word "*administrator,” insert the following:

“if such dockets or papers have come to his on or are within
control.”

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire the atten-
t:iolfx ﬁf the House to what this section as it reads provides. It is
as follows:

It shall be the duty of every justice of the peace hereafter appointed,
upon his resignation or removal from office or the expiration of his commis-
sion, and in case of his death it shall be the duty of his executors or adminis-
trators, to deliver all dockets and all original papers in cases in the possession
of such justice of the at the time of h%migmﬂon, removal, expira-
tion of commission, or death to his successor in office.

Then the following:

Upon failure of an; rson to deliver
secti%?: provided, he sEa 1 t‘orfaftoto t.l:: Usr?ictgdd%ctﬁot: ?.g{el sme gfs &sni:nmthg:
Tecove as other penalties are recovered.

Now, of course it is presnmed that on the death of the justice
of the peace these papers would be in his possession, but months
may expire before an administrator is appointed. Other people
may have access to the papers and remove or destroy them, but
when the administrator or executor is appointed, so that he has
power to take possession, he may not find these dockets, he may
not find these papers, and they may never come into his ssion
or under his control; but still the law makes it the absolute duty
of the executor or administrator to deliver them over, and if he
does not he is subject to a penalty of $500. The amendment
simply provides that it shall be the duty of the executor or admin-
istrator, etc., adding as follows:
cm{'t txllch docket or papers have come into his possession or are within hia

Now, you can not answer that by saying that the law would
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not be enforced against him if he does not have the ion,,
because it is his duty, as the proposed law reads, to deliver them
whether he has them or not. He is the executor or the adminis-
trator, and the law that you have written here would be absolute,
Therefore the amendment makes it safe for the executor or ad-
ministrator even if some might argne that it is unnecessary that
the court would give a more favorable construction.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. er, the committee has no objection
to the amendment. It not change the law. This amend-
ment was drawn by the Bar Association, and certainly any lawyer
on earth would know that if the books and papers never came
into the hands or keeping of the administrator he certainly counld
not be punished for failure to deliver them over; but as I say, the
committee has no objection to the hypocritical amendment.

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the amendment will be

Number of cases disposed of in the %ol;’gi court from Junwary 1, to December
3 4

United States bran 2

District

Committed to jail and reform school
Gommi{% to wor

agrﬁed to. United District of

There was no objection. Date. States | Columbia

The Clerk read as follows: hewpeh.:, |- tmsad;

Amend section 42 by substituting for said section the following:

g e o o ol Police contt in the Dis- | Fepn g
trict as at present constituted, consisting of two judges learned in the law, 535.93
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen. hae &
:gl;fm- the of six years, or until their successors are appointed, who 4,904 55

each receive a salary of £3,000 per annum. The said judges shall hold
separate sessions and may carry on_the business of said court separately and 16,257.45
simultaneounsly, and are empowered to make rules for the apportionment of
the business between them, and the act of each of said judges rgs?ncting the $1,547.54
Each j e 3 m?lmm i ta?io ‘gﬁ"?fk?f‘h?keﬁo e hqm £ B?i%ges £ 04,002,
udge when appointed s oath prescri or jus o The a riation for the police court f .
courts of the United States. the House of epresentatives b A e el yencan. et

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- | For BAIATIOR oo e e $20,840.00
ment. tneas fees e 4,000.00

The Clerk read as follows: e e e s e 90000

Strike out in line 67, the word “three™ and insert in lien thereof d furniture 1,000.00
the word * four.” I by policecourtcells.___..__.._.. ... ... 600,

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, there are at presentinthe | Total oo oo 84, 540,00
District of Columbia two police j who, under existing law, ver expenditures for all purposes, more than -........... 30 000.00
receive a salary of $3,000 per year. amendment proposes an | Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow
increase of this salary from $3,000 to $4,000 a year. 1 appreciate | me a question?

that there are those who think that it is unwise to offer to increase
any of these salaries, and yet if it is right there should be no ob-
jection. If they are not receiving what they are entitled to for
the work performed, Congress should see that they are properly

There have been tried in this court in the District of Columbia,
covering the last several years, an average of over 16,000 cases
per year. There have been on an average from 150 to 175 jury
cases each year. These judges are given no holidays, because,
ﬁnﬂemen, understand that, unfortunately, holidays produce a

ge amount of police-court business. They are nof paid in pro-
portion to the time they are at work nor the amount of business
which they discharge. They are two of the best men in the Dis-
trict, who have served a long time, who are familiar with the
law, and who by their acts have proven that they understand the
proper discharge of their duties.

ow, Mr. Speaker, the fines paid have something to do with evi-
dencing the amount of work done; not the fines assessed, but the
fines paid. The fines paid during the last several years have aver-
aged between thirty-five and fifty thousand dollars per year in this
court, and I snbmit that in justice to these men, work with-
out holidays, who are allowed only a little sum extra over and
above their salary of $3,000, namely, $300 a year to cover emer-
gencies when they are obliged to employ some one to sit for them
when they are incapacitated from illness or otherwise, they should
receive this increase, which does not go beyond the amount usual
in uc‘iﬂties of théis size. élI underg?x_ld t in h:thar thcét::ies of about
opulation and equal business, perhaps, salaries are
fnqrger 1t:'l'.uv.n those pro; by this amendment.

I want to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that for the first four months
of this year, Janmary, February, March, and April, the fines act-
ually paid in the police court of this District amount to over
$20,000. The cases have averaged a larger number than for the
preceding three or four years, so that the amount of work is in-
creasing constantly, and I trust that gentlemen will not under-
take to be imonious with these men, but will recognize that
as men of high character and good qualifications, of long experi-
ence in this business, a most delicate and embarrassing business
for any jurist to transact, gentlemen will see to it that these men
are properly paid, under the custom prevalent in such courts. I
have here a Little statement showing the business for the last few
months only. If this average should continue, the business of
this court will greatly increase this year over any preceding year
inlthspeae Sl Tl iy e il £ th tant! i

only as an evidence of the cons
business of the coﬂri::‘“r I will not detain the House, b'gt will :ﬁ
that this statement be printed, showing the growth of the busi-
ness in the District, and that it thoroughly and completely war-

rants this slight increase in the pay.

e el 2
% W Inan ce courts have
o EX ¥y poli you in

Mr. O TREET, Only one.

Mr. ALEXANDER. We have one in Buffalo, How many
have they in Pittsburg?

Mr, OVERSTREET. I think Pittsburg has magistrates.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Why do they need two police justices in
this quiet, orderly city of Washi n?

Mr. OVERSTREET. The fact that there are over 16,000 cases
a year, and that fines actually paid amount to $50,000 a year,
would show that this city is not always a gquiet one.

. Mr. ALEXANDER. ¥ not have one police justice, as there
&:&mmust cities, I apprehend, and then give him a salary of

Mr. OVERSTREET. This is a larger city than Indianapolis
and a larger city than Buffalo, and upon the merits of thee;’:al
think the amendment is entirely proper.

Mr. DALZELL. 1 will say to the gentleman from New York
that there is no police court in Pittsburg, but that justices of the
peace attend to all that sort of thing.

Mr. DAYTON. Msﬁ I suggest in answer to the gentleman
fdro;}:lﬂN ew _qu]éithat the justices of {&he police court here have a

ouble jurisdiction—one as regards offenses against the city and
the other offenses against the United States. W

M;. C?WHERD_t - Mr, Speaker, 1 gmtmetgﬁmmd for a mo-
ment. I regre pose any amen: my friend
from = Indmnam% %p{}‘zinsmh], but it seemstghmbgthit these
judges are paiden incomparison with the pay that is
given to judgesof iﬁ'[]’nitegugtates courtsand judges of;ayé differ-
ent State courts. Thegentleman talks about tgw great amount of
business they transact. This is simply an ordinary polics court,
and the gentleman knows in what way they transact business
there. y try twenty, thirty, or forty cases a day with asmuch
ease or more ease than a circuit judge tries one case that comes
before him. The trials ordinarily are very informal. A man is
brought up, a policeman testifies and the man testifies, and per-
haps one or two other witnesses, but more frequently none, and
that is all there is of it. I venture to say four-fifths of the de-
fendants plead guilty. These men now get $3,000 a year.

The average judge of a circuit court in the States of the Union
does not get more than that, although he tries both civil and
criminal cases of the utmost importance. The judges of the
United States district courts, who, as we all know, transact the
circuit court business, also get only §5,000 a year.

It seems to me it would be a piece of folly for the Congress of
the United States to give a police judge in the city of Washing-
ton §4,000, when the salary given to judges of the United States
district courts is only $5,000. It would be out of all harmony with
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the action of Congress in reference to the judges of the United
States courts. I hope the amendment will be defeated.

The SPEAKER. Thequestionis onagreeing tothe amendment
offered by the gentleman from Indiana.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. er, I desire to move an amendment.
I move to strike out in line 2 the following werds:

The SPEAKER. What page?

Mr. CANNON. Page 67. * By and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate.’”” This is the ceriminal justices of the peace.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard?

Mzr. CANNON. No; I am ready for a vote.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 51 by substituting for said section the following:

8ec, 5l. DISABILITY OF JUDGE.—In cases of sickness, absence, disability,
expiration of the term of service of or death of either of the judges of said
court, any one of the justices of the supreme court of the Districtof Colum-
bia may gesig'nate one of the justices of the peace to discharge the duties of
sald police judge until such disability be removed or vacancy filed. The
justice sodesignated shall take the same oath prescribed for the judge of the
R T S A
the salary of the judge of the police court.’

Mr. JENKINS. Mr, Speaker, I offer the following amendment
for the committee.

The ‘Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines 22, 23, 24, and 25 on page 6

*And shall receive the sum of $5 for each day of service, in addition tothe
salary now provided for by law, to be paid in the same manner as the salary
of the judge of the police court.™

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to further amend by striking out all
after the word “court,” inline 22, Inp 2 the amendment
I observe that I did not include enough. object and purpose
of the amendment, I will say, Mr. Speaker, is to prevent patf;:g a
justice of the peace 35 a day when called to preside when po-
lice judge is absent. Under the present law each justice of the
peace gets $3,000 a year salary and an allowance of 8250 for sta-
tionery, office rent, ete. The police judge gets $3,000 a year only.

Now, if the police judge happens to be sick or desires to be ab-
sent, one of the justices of the supreme court can designate one
of the justices of the peace to act temporarily during the absence
of the police judge; but under the present law the justice of the
peace gats $5 a day extra for this service. The object and pur-
pose of the amendment is to prevent thatand to compel that offi-
cer to Iéerform those duties without extra compensation,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The question was taken, and the'amendment was agreed to.

"The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 66 by inserting in the fourteemth line thereof, after the
word “auditor,” the words “and also,” and by striking out th
said Hne 14 after the word “crier; " also ing at the end of faid section
the words *“Provided, That nothing in this section contained shall affect the
jurisdiction of the supreme court of the District of Columbia i.nsseci.nlor
general term in the case of the United States v. Martin F. Morrisand othe

now pending therein, of thesaid conrt, both in special a:

m‘l term, and the the Bupreme Court of the United States
An act to a:ii%cd? m : $he fufarasts t?et.hu%ngited Gtates gtéﬁd
‘An ac o for g the rests of the e
Mmmﬁ?::rmm the Distriet of Columbia,’ approved August 5, 1886,
and an act of Congress a; ved Jan 7, 1885, entitled ‘An act supple-
mentary to an act entitled “An act estabﬁrah}ng a court of ‘appeals for the

District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” bruary 9, 1863
and an act of entitled *An act relative to the suit Inst:ttut?ﬁ for the
protection of the interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats,
approved March 2, 1901, as if the act entitled *‘An act to establish a code of
law rm‘-‘ the District of Colnmbia,” approved March 8, 1901, had mot been

Mr. RAY of New York. It may be all right, but I desire to
inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill about amendment
65. You say nothing shall affect a certain suit. "What suit is
that? Of course, special legislation that might not affect other
suits, but only one ‘ﬁarticuhr suit, or the contrary, ordinarily

o,

would be objectiona
gentleman from New York will remem-

2

e that the Oummittes oo the Futicary laet Congress
ber that the ittee on the iciary passed a
bill with reference to the case known as the United States against
Morris, aff some land down here. The amendment to the
code is not to affect that snit, after that law was passed.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 102 8o that it will read as follows:

“BSgc. 102. Process against infants.—Whenever an infant is party defend-
ant in any suit, in equity orat law, the su na or summons issued in stch
suit shall be served upon him personally, if within the District, and said in-
fant shall in such case be produced in court, for cause shown, the
oourrtt tlsh.lr.]l gﬁ? indappm::cf: and it shall be atéll.} duty of f.lh_tel
cou appoint a suitable and ¢ nt person guardian tem for suc
intant,%o A r for and defend m suit on his behalf, and ug-heai‘?:g: in the

ﬁﬁmem of thecotirt the interests of such infant shall r court

assign a solicitor ov attorney to represent such infant, whose compen-
sation shall be paid by the plningﬂ, or out of the estate of such infant, at the
discretion of the comrt.”

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I can not find in the
code adopted for the District of Columbia any provision any-

where that provides for the service of process where a suit is
brought against an infant of tender years, upon his guardian,
next friend, parent, or person with whom he resides. I do not
think there is any such ision in the act. Of course, if the
gentleman can assure me that there is such a provision else-
where, then I will not offer thisamendment. Butin the State of
New York and in all the States where I am familiar with the
practice the code provides, not only for personal service upon the
infant of tender years, but for service upon the parent of such
infant or person with whom he resides.

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to that amendment.

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not want to duplicate the law.
I send the following amendment to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 14, after theword * ily," the "

“And abu%%epemr‘wn with whom heprm ¥f m%ﬁ yasz?sllg?gé‘g“‘

Tl%e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The g&testien was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 115b. Estates of lunatics.—The said court shall hawve full power and
aunthority to tend and direct the affairs of persons non compos men-
tis, appoint & committee or trustees for such persons, and to make
such orders and decrees for the care of their ]:lersons and the mana, ent
and preservation of their estal including the collection, sale, ex
and reinvestment of their estate, as to the court may seem proper.
The court may, upon such terms as under the circumstances of the casa it
may deem proper, decree the conveyance and release of any right of dower
of & person noh compos mentis, whether the same be inchoate or otherwise.

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following
amendment:

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 18, page 72, after the word “persons,” insert the foll
hearing the mw;eu: relatives of such person or some of them
within the jurisdiction of the court.”

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it has been proposed that we ad-
journ from Thursday of this week to Monday next on account of
Decoration Day. Miny members have been asking me about it.
and I move that when the House adjourn on Thursday of this
week, it adjourn to meet on the Monday following.

Mr. OE. Mr. Speaker, would not that interfere with
war claims day?

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman had better leave that

. The truth is mmgthe omnibus bill the Committee
on War Claims have a good chance already,

Mr. KEHOE. We have had only one day.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that was a pretty good day.

Mr. KEHOE. We have no objection to it if you will give us
another day for war claims.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Mappox) there were—49 ayes and 4 noes.

Mr, MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no gunorum.
If we can get unanimous consent to have Tuesday next for war
claims, I will withdraw the point, but we will never get it unless
we have some understanding about it.

Mr. PAYNE. In the absence of the chairman of the Commit-
tee on War Claims I do not feel like making any a, ent. If
I can withdraw the motion now, I will do so. fmmous
consent to withdraw J%lgnmoﬁm.

The SPEAKER. t can be done if the gentleman from
Georgia withdraws the point of no guorum.

Mr, MADDOX. I will withdraw the point, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The point is withdrawn, and the motion is
AL PAYNE. 14 g Mr

¥ . esire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I will
make the motion to-morrow morning immediately after the read-
ing of the Journal.

AMENDMENTS TO THE DISTRICT CODE.

The Clerk read as follows:

S endigs;acn Edw t?xg:eit f o tollows:m tori d
“8SEC. 121. The said register o may receive inventories and accounts
of sales, examine vouchers, and state accounts of executors, administrators,
to final Emge-m- rejection of same by the
e estates of deceased persons that
; any claims not exceeding £300;
o collec and dians, bjectto' 1“%"’?@1@1;111;4;

OT'E, su’ Approva. : p

his duty w% tﬂmﬁ fair entidesof the p‘rooogz.ng of said court, and
also strong bound book or books of all wills proved
TSk el COUES ot ToRge Vs s S i o SR p e
coT B r him in such
plrce of safety as the court m; appoint, mlﬁuh out and issue every
summons, m and order o e court, and in every respect act under its
control and direction in reference to matters coming within the jurisdiction
of said court. He shall be, and hereby is, autho: to ap'ﬁulnt- two deputies,
whomgi:}omdpar'ormnnyma all the actunwemrl; the administra-
tion of office and the certification of the records of said court which he
himself is authorized to do; also to appoint and fix the number and the com-
pensation of the employees of said probate court and office of register o2

: “After
residing
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wills; Provided. That any expenditures incurred bF him in so doing shall
not be a charge upon the public treasury, but shall, ther with his own
compensation, be paid out of the revenues of the office of register of wills.

Mi'. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment:

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert in line 17, 7. after th “ ion," ing:
*which shall be at the rate oftst,lllo Sﬁv:gr&“;?‘tppemtwn‘ Siatctoming

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man if that is a change of existing law or the same salary that
he has now?

Mr. BABCOCK. This is the salary of the register of wills.

Mr. COWHERD. But is it the same salary that is provided
by law or is it an increase?

Mr. BABCOCK. The salaryof the register of deeds is $4,000,
and this will equalize them and make them the same—the regis-
ter of wills and the register of deeds.

Mr. COWHERD. It seems to me, Mr, Speaker, that when this
matter was considered in the subcommittee we came to the con-
clusion that his salary was sufficient at present, and it did notre-
quire any increase. If seems to me that if the register of wills,
who, I admit, sometimes acts somewhat in the capacity of a pro-
bate judge—that the salary is sufficient and that we ought not to
increase these salaries.

Mr. BABCOCK. Just a word, Mr. Speaker, in reference to
that. The salary of the register of wills is $3,600, and of the reg-
ister of deeds, $4,000. As a matter of fact, the register of wills
ought to have a greater salary than the register of deeds.

Mr. COWHERD. Could they not be equalized by reducing it
at the other end?

Mr, BABCOCK. That might be done. But, as I say, the reg-
ister of wills onght to have a larger salary than the register of
deeds for the reason that the register of wills is acting in the ca-
pacity of a probate court.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The guestion was considered; and the amendment was disa-

greed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 175 bﬂatrik:ing out the proviso at the end and iuserting in
lieu thereof the following:

“Provided, That for proceedings in the &obata court deposits and fees
sghall bepnid to the register of wills, who shall be entitled to demand and
ma; mé]uire ufxm the presentation for filing of a petition or a caveat toa
wil.{ a eposit or his fees to be ¢ for the pr gs under such

tition or such caveat; and upon such deposit becoming exhausted in the
_ ligmidation of his fees so charged, he may demand and require a further
deposit from the original petitioner or caveator; but such deposits shall not
be required in excess of §10 at any one time.”

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 12, page 81, strike out the word “ten™ and insert the word * fif-
men-Il

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 275 so that it will read as follows:

“8EC. 215. Special bond.—If the person appointed as administrator shall be
entitled to the residue of the estate after the payment of the debts, he may,
instead of the bond herein provided for, execute a bond, with security ap-
proved by the court, in such 1ty as the court may consider sufficient,
conditioned for the payment of all the debtsand claimsagainst the deceased
and all damages which shall be recovered against him as administrator; and
where the administrator shall file the consent in writing of those entitled to
the residue and they shall all be of full age, the court may, if it see fit, t
that cm.l{ such special bond be given, and in such cases the administrator

shall not be required to return any inventory or account, but shall be per-
sonally answerable for all debts, claims, and damages that may be br‘;ecgmi{red
' LS 0=

against him, in like manner as the executor who lYivas a sl
vided, That the surety or sureties in said bond shall not be liable for a greater
amount than the penalty thereof.”

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out the
last word. I desire to call the attention of this House to the
legislation being written on the statute book. Here we have a
special section in relation to estates of deceased persons. Now,if
a person dies, the creditors have a lien on all the property, real
and personal, for the payment of debts, and the executor or ad-
ministrator, after it came to his possession, should he waste it, is
liable criminally.

This section that you are about to adopt, or amend—it has al-
ready been adopted in the District code—simply does away with
the eriminal liability where the executor or administrator is a
residuary legatee or principal devisee, and the property can all
pass to his hands as owner, He may dissipate it, he may spend
it, but if he has given the bond here provided the creditors of the
estate must look to the bond for their protection for the payment
of their debt. They are without the other, the nsual remedies,
the remedies the law has heretofore given creditors of deceased

TSONS,

And if the bond turns out to be bad, uncollectible, then they
have no remedy against the executor or administrator, as the
case may be.

I shall not now occupy the time of the House to oppose the pro-
vision or to attempt to strike it out, but I want to enter my pro-
test against it, because I dare say there’ is no such provision any-
where in any State of this Union.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Isthere any State in the Union where a
residuary legatee, being an executor, can not waive the ordinary
duty of filing an account?

r. RAY of New York. So far asthe account is concerned——

Mr. McDERMOTT. That is all this section does.

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. McDERMOTT. My reading of the section is this—

Mr. RAY of New York. What the section does is this: It sub-
stitutes a special bond for the liability, civil and criminal, of the
executor or administrator and does away with the ordinary bond
protecting the creditors, if he wastes the estate and does not pay
the debts. This permits him to give a bond, and he is released
from all criminal responsibility, whether the creditors get their
pa% or not.

ow, in nearly every State of this Union—every State with
whose laws I have any familiarity—an executor or administrator
remains liable criminally; and if he dissipates or wastes the prop-
erty, then his bondsman is liable to the creditors. Not only are
they liable to the creditors, but the executor or administrator may
be prosecuted criminally.

Mr. McDERMOTT. There isnothingin the proposition of this
sphsc&ojrgy that relieves the executor or administrator from criminal

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly there is.

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Well, where is it?

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, it is in the language of the sec-
tion—

Mr. McCDERMOTT. I would like to have it pointed out.

Mr. RAY of New York. Because this substitutes a bond, upon
the assumption—

Mr. McDERMOTT. There is no proposition in section 275 as
amended that relieves the executor or administrator of criminal
liability. Such a proposition has never been placed in any statute.

Mr. RAY of New York (reading):

If the person appointed as administrator shall be entitled to the residue of
the estate after the payment of the debts, he may, instead of the bond herein
provided for, execute a bond, with security approved, ete.

And then the section goes on to provide that he then becomes
the owner of the Emperty; and the only protection to the cred-
itor is the bond which has just been given. He can not misa;
1p_r0priate his own money or property. The creditors lose their
1€n.

Mr. McDERMOTT, If he is the residuary legatee there is no
necessity for his filing an account. All that the section provides
is that in any civil é)lrocednre for the administration of the estate
he may and shall file a bond. That is the procedure in every
State of the Union. On filing that bond to carry out the terms
of the trust that rests upon him under the law, he is released
from the necessity of filing an account, he being the residuary
llgggtee. That, in my opinion, is the law in every State in the

nion.

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let me ask the gentleman——

Mr. McDERMOTT. The proposition that he is released from
criminal liability is unwarra-nbeg.o

Mr. RAY of New York. Criminal liability attaches for the
wasting of the property and not applying it, first, to the payment
of the debts and funeral , and second, in the case of a
will, to the payment of legacies, or, where there is no will, to the
payment of the distributive shares. Now, the bond protects that,
and the creditors, legatees, devisees, or distributees, as the case
may be, have another remedy, which is to prosecute the executor
or inistrator criminally, if he wastes the property. But the
trouble with this section is that it does away with the criminal
liability and allows the executor or administrator to give a bond
for the payment of the debts and become the owner of the prop-
erty. Then he can not be made liable for wasting his own prop-
erty, becaunse the lien of the creditors, the distributees, the devi-
sees, or the legatees is gone. That is the point of my objection.
Also the bond may be insufficient in amount. The court may be
deceived as to the amount of debts.

Mr, McCDERMOTT. The proposition that an executor or an
administrator is relieved from criminal liability for abuse of his
trust by the filing of a bond under this section is preposterous.
There is no word of the section which warrants any such con-
struction. On the contrary, this section provides that within the
District of Columbia one who is appointed an executor and is a
residuary legatee under the will shall give an additional security
to that called for in any State of the Union. If the gentleman
will read any part of this section which relieves a man under such
circumstances from criminal liability I shall be glad to hear it.

Mr. RAY of New York, The exemption is conveyed in express
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terms. It isnot a qlt;estion of construction; it is a question of
words written in the 3

Mr. MCDERMOTT. What words give any exemption from
criminal liability?

Mr. RAY of New York. If the executor or administrator gives
this bond, he becomes the owner of the property; and the credit-
ors, if he does not , must look to what? The bond.

Mr. MCDERMDE‘Q'K He becomes the owner of the residuary
property; and in addition to his obligation as executor his pay-
ment of the legacies is further secured, and he being the residu-

v legatee, that is all that is required of him.

. RAY of New York. I have offered no amendment. I
simply call attention to it for the benefit of the future, but the
gentleman simply ignores the express langnage of the law.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the pro
forma amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to withdraw the pro forma amendment, Without
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the House now take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11
o’clock for the purpose of completing this bill.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I would like to re-
new the motion I made a few moments ago, that when the House
aladjqum on Thursday next it adjourn to meet on the Monday fol-

owing.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from New York, that when the House adjourn on Thursday
next it adjourn to meet on the following Monday.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin asks nnani-
mous consent that the House take a recess until 11 o-clock to-
morrow morning.

Mr. PAYNE. Is it the understanding that no business be con-
sidered except this bill?

Mr. JENKINS. Yes.

The SPEAKER. With the understanding that no other busi-
ness be considered except this bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, is it a unanimous consent
that is asked?

The SPEAKER. That is what is asked.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I did not hear it and I came over here to

and hear. What is asked?
e SPEAKER. That the House take a recess until to-morrow
morning at 11 o’clock for the purpose of concluding this bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And no other business to be considered?

Mr. JENKINS. No.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
Mr. HoLLIDAY, for eight days, on account of important business,
Mr. SKiLES, for ten days, on account of important business.
Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, for ten days, on account of important
business.
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES.

Mr. WACHTER. from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-

rted that they had presented this day to the President of the
%Jnited States for his approval bills of the following titles:

H. R. 13503. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
Haltenhof;

H. R. 13266. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert
N. Remson;

H. R. 13265, An act granting an increase of pension to John
‘Whalen;

H. R. 13249, An act granting an increase of pension to Ada
Trowbridge:

H. R. 13162. An act granting an increase of pension to Au-
gustin M. Adams;

H. R. 13182. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie

Cotter;

H. R. 12780. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Wheeler;
RH.IR. 12778. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward

. Blain;

H. R. 12562. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Temyple;

H. R. 12458, An act granting an increase of pension to William
M. Barstow;

H. R. 12012. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter
C. Tuttle;

H. R. 11921. An act granting an increase of pension to George
W. De Graw;

H. R. 11644, An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar
A. Hamilton; il
ShHI'dR' 11285. An act granting an increase of pension to William

eldon;

H. R. 10731, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
P. Milburn;

H. R. 10201. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis R.
Freeman;

SIH. R. 10165. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia E.
ocum;

H. R. 9926, An act granting an increase of pension to James
F. Patton;

H. R. 9569. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert
Deits:

H. R. 9437, An act granting an increase of pension to Elias A.
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H. R. 8921. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse C.
Rhodabeck;

H. R. 14099. An act granting a pension to Samantha B. Van
Brocklin;

H. R. 13822, An act granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles;

H. R. 13807. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan;

H. R. 13350. An act granting a pension to Presley P, Medlin;

: g R. 12685. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Spring-
eld;
H. R. 11343, An act granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry;
H. R. 9928. An act granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles;
H. R. 9249. An act granting a pension fo Amos All :
H.R. 9226, Anactgranting a pension to ElizabethI. Ogden: and
H. R. 8466. An act granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

S. 5406. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Savannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, of South
Carolina, to the mainland of Richmond County, Ga.;

S. 4264, An act providing that the statutes of limitations of the
several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any
courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May
10, 1854, between the United States of America and the Shawnee
tribe of Indians;

S. 8908. An act granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort
Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations,
in Wyoming, the right to purchase one gquarter section of public
land on said reservation as pasture or grazing land, and for other

purposes; z : : z

8. 1172. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine F,
Edmunds;

8. 593. An act for the establishment, control, operation, and
maintenance of a national sanitarium of the National Home for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South
Dakota; and

S. 2782. An act to anthorize the construction of a bride across
the Columbia River by the Washinghton and Oregon Railway
Company.

EDWIN A, WILSON,

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr, FLYNN, leave was
granted to withdraw from the files of thé House, without leaving
copies, the p:gers in the case of Edwin A. Wilson, Fifty-sixth
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon.

C. AUGUSTA URQUHART.

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. MEYER of Louisi-
ana, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House,
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of C. Augusta Ur-
ghuhart. Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made

ereon.

RECESS.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin that the House take a recess until 11
o’clock to-morrow morning? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Accordingly at 4 o’clock and 57 minutes the House took a recess
until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning.

AFTER THE RECESS,

The recess having expired, the House at 11 a. m. Tuesday, May
27, 1902, resumed its session.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next paragraph.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire to
ask unanimous consent to return to page 81 of the bill, between
lines 21 and 23. When we this yesterday no amendment
was offered, as was originally intended, becanse we had not an
understanding with the Apﬁropriation Committee with reference
to it, and I desire now to offer the following amendment.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to recur to page 81 of the bill for the purpose of
offering an amendment. If there is no objection, this will be
done. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, The Clerk will
report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 182 so 1t will read as follows:

“8re, 182, If a balance be found due from the United States to the clerk,
the same shall be paid (out of the appropriations for fees of clerks of United
States courts), chm presenting to the &'rmsmr a co]ay of the decree duly
certified. The clerk shall, as in other cases to which the United Statesisa
party, furnish the Solicitor of the Treasury & copy of the decree immedi-
ately after it is pronounced.”

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the reasons, I will say to the
House, for afking for the adoption of the amendment are these:

Section 1820f thecudngmﬂdesfor the paymentof the elerk of the suprem
court ofjtha Distriet of Columbia and hiﬂp:ss.ist.ants. but makes nonpslg'popriae-
tion for the pu.rﬁme when a balance is found due the clerk.

The Comptroller of the Treasnry has decided that without an appropria-
tion the section would be inoperative.

The expenses of the clerk's office, inclu galaries, are paid out of the
fees of the office. Usnally there is a balance due the L'niteg“ States, which
is paid into the Treasury. Sometimes it occurs, however, that there isa

moe due the clerk, in which case the expenses can not be paid without an

appropriation.

roposed i t eimpl wid, h h balan
B e e T AHal o P ¢ Mo SErroart Syprotion FoF fes
of clerks of United States courts,

The proposed amendment has been submitted to and is not objected to by
the chairman of the Committee on Ap‘propriaﬁons of the House, and isap-
proved by the Committee on the Distriet of Columbin of the House.

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I wounld ask what is the salary
of the clerk and how it is paid now? ;

Mr. JENKINS. The clerk’s salmiﬂis paid by the fee system.
This is to render it unnecessary to have an appropriation when
the amount is insufficient to pay him at that time; it rests in abey-
ance, so to , and when the fees come in he is then paid.

Mr. KLEBERG. Out of the fees?

Mr. JENKINS. Yes.

My, SMITH of Kentucky. He is paid a salary?

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; he is paid a “"‘"‘"{ out of the fees,
ut the fund is created by charging

- g?r. SMITH of Kentucky.
e

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; and he is paid out of the fees only. I
will ask for a vote on the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Adq after section 828 a new section, as follows:

* 8EC. 82%6a. Offenses against property.—Whoever shall connect or discon-

conduetor belonﬁ to any company using or engngod in
man’ ly of ele current for purposes of light, heat,

and power, or either of them, or makes any connection with any

such elec-
conductor for the p of or wasting the electric current, or

wise tampers with any meter used to register current consumed,
rferes with the operating of any dmmu or other electrical ap-
pliance of such company, or tampers with or in mﬂththegoisa,wh-ea,
conduits, or other dﬁparatas used by such companies, unless such person or
persons shall be y authorized by or be in the employ of such company,
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding §1,000 or imprisonment not ex: -
ing one year, or both.”

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an
amendment. I notice that section reads:

Whoever shall conmect or disconnect any electrical conductor belonging
to any company—

And so forth. J ’

It makes him guilty of a crime. Imove to insert after the word
“ghall,” in line 15, page 101, the word “ knowingly;” so that it
will read “ whoever shall knowingly connect or disconnect.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert following section 845 the following additional section:

“gpe. 846a. Whoever having no title or color of title to the land affected
ghall maliciously cause to be recorded in the office of the recorder of deeds
of the District of Columbia any deed, contract, or other instrument %ui‘port‘-
ing to convey or to relate to any land in said District with intent to extort
money or smghm of value from smy person owning such land, or having
any intarest an , shall be ‘gned not less than or imprisonment not

more than two years, or both.

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr, JENKINg] to line 13, page 103. It seems
that the letter ** d ” should be inserted in the word ‘‘ recorded.”

Mr. JENKINS. T ask that that correction be made.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be
agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 921 so that the first sentence thereof will read as follows:
“When two or more '&frrsons are jointly prosecuted, the court, before a
defendant has gone into his defense, mna such defendant to be

discharged that he may bea witness for At

who in an

irect an
@ prosecu :

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I
send to the Clerk’s desk.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Strike out lines 19 to 24, both inclusive, page 107,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 962 so it will read as follows:

“Bro. 952, When lands escheat.—Any lands in the District of Columbia of
which any person shall hereafter die seized in fee simple intestate, without
any heir capable of inheriting, shall escheat to the United Btates.”

Mr. MUDD. Mry. Speaker, I have an amendment to offer.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland offers the
following amendment. '

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 108, after line 24, insert the follo::x:

“Amend section 963, by adding at end of on the following: -

“ Provided, however, t all petitions for divorce pending on the 8lst da;
of December, 1901, ma;t- be proceeded with and disposed of under the provi-
sion of the statutes in force on said date.” =

Mr. JENKINS. We have no objection to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of chapter 25, following section 1073, inzert the following addi-
tional section:

“Src, 1078a. Whenever the court shall be satisfied that the party produe-

ing & witness has been taken hiy sm'fprisa by the testimony of such witness,
such party may, in the discretion of the court, be all to prove for the

purpose only of affecting the credibility of the witness that the witness has
e to suc rty or to his attorney statements m‘bsmnﬁall{ variant from
his sworn mony about materinl ore such proof

ts in the rause; but be
can be given the circumstances of the su statoments sufficient to
designate the particular occasion must be mentioned to the witness and he
mu%nbe asked whether or not he has made such statemants.”

Mr. RAY of New York. DMr. Speaker, on page 117, commenc-
ing with the word ** whenever " in line 23, I move to strike outall
down to line 9, page 118, and insert the following.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers the
following, which the Clerk will report:

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 117, commencing with the word *“whenever * in line 23, strike out
all down to line 9, 118, and insert the following:

“ The party ucing a witness shall not be allowed to impeach his credit
by evidence of bad character, but may contradict him by other evidence,
and may also prove that he has made at other times statements inconsistent
with his present testimony; but befors such last-mentioned proo

iven the circw nees e S statemen

@ particular occasion must be mentioned to the and h
asked whether or not he made such statements, and, if so, allowed toexplain
them."

Mr. RAY of New York. ANT desire to say in regard to that
is that the progyaed amendment is the Massachusetts statute,
which has worked very well, I am informed, but it is not the
rule of law in my State and in some other States, I will consent
to it as a compromise, however.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the tion of section 1141 by n,ddingthemtotha words * or Tanatie.”
Amend section 1141 by inserting in the eighth line thereof, after the word
“ * the words “*of so much;" also by striking out in the same line the
word *showing " and inserting in lien thereof the words * as shows.”

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out in lines 17 to 22, inclusive, page 119:
“Amend the ca of section 1141 b{uadﬂins thereto the words ‘or luna-
tic.' Amend u4a

mmrtinq the eﬁ_tith line thereof, after the
word *copies,’ the words ‘of so much;' also king out in the same line -
the word *showing’ and in lien thereof the words *as shows.'"

And insert the same between lines 19 and 20 on page 121.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimons
consent to return to page 91, for the purpose of offering an
amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks umani-
mous consent to return to page 91 for the purpose of offering an
amendment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Itis only a few words. Insert the words
“not having a seal” after the word * Territory ™ in line 22 of
said page.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 91, line 22, after the word * Territory,” insert the words ‘““not hav-
ing a seal.” :

Mr, JENKINS. "I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amenhdment will be
agreed to. The Chair hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend section 1180 so that it will read as follows:

“ 8re. 1180. WHAT 18 USURY.—If any person or corporation shall contract
in the District, verbally, to pay a greater rate of interest than 6 per cent per
annum, or shall contract, in writing, to EEH a greater rate than 10 per cent
per annum, such person or corporation 1 forfeit the whole of the interest
=0 contracted to recei i Provided, That nothing in this chapter con-
tained shall be held to repeal or affect the act of Congress approved March
2, 1889, relating to pawnbrokers.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend-
ment. I wish to strike out the word ““ten,’” in line 1, page 122,
and insert the word ‘“six.” This provides that the legal rate of
interest by written contract shall 10 per cent in the District,

-whereas the same chapter only provides for 6 per cent where

verbally made.




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5947

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 1, strike out *““ten* and insert “six.”

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to the amendment.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be
agreed to.

There was no ohjection.

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill,

Mr. JENKINS. DMr.
the tiine, I desire to ask tmanimous consent that the furtherread-
ing of the bill be omitted, with the privilege that any gentleman
on the floor who has an amendment to any part of the bill not
read shall offer it and have it considered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, by reason of
the brevity of the time, asks unanimous consent that the Test of

the bill be considered as read, reserving to each member the right

to offer an amendment now that he has to offer to the remaining
part of the bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwould like to ask if there is any pro-
vision in that part of the bill that has not been read providing for
an increase of salaries?

Mr. JENKINS. None whatever. We have just
will say to the gentleman, for a warden down here, but it has al-
ready passed the House, a.nd we do it at the request of the Senate

to 'keep it al ther uniform.
SPEﬁB The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or-

d

Mr. JENKII\S Iyield to the gentleman from Missouri'to offer
an amendment.

The SPEAKER. Every gentleman has the right to offer an
an;l?%mtgnt to the remaining part of the bill without being
yielde:

Mr. COWHERD. I want tocall the attention of my colleagne
to e 90, an amendment to section 462.

¢ SPEAKER. It will require unanimons consent to go back
to that part of the bill.

Mr. COWHERD. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to
it first, and then ask unanimous consent to go back. That amend-
ment should be stricken out. It is an amendment putin by the
Senate, and if it stays there, then it will have passed both the
Senate and the Honse—

Mr. JENKINS. 1 havenoobjection to that being stricken ont.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, nnanimous consent will
be gi to return to that part of the bill

ere was no objection.

Mr. COWHERD. What I want stricken out is the words ** ex-
cept in cases before-a justice of the peace.” But strike ount the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out lines 4, 5, and 6 on page 90.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be
agreed to.

There was no objection.
t;inr COWHERD. 1 slso desire, on page 92, to strike out sec-

on 498.

The SPEAKER. 'W“xthant objection, that amendment will be

eed to.
ag;{r. JENKINS. I have noobjection to the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the amendments on lines 16, 17, 18, and 19, page 92.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be

agreed to. The Chair hears none.

Mr COWHERD. One other amendment, please, Mr, Speaker
I-want to call my colleagne’s attention to the word *
on page 112. I think it was intended to be *hiri The let-
ters ‘“el*’ should be stricken out of the word ** o

Mr. JENKINS. The tleman is correct.

. The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be

to.

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert in line 5, page 124, after the word “age,” the following: *exocept
for mecessaries.”

Mr. JENKINS. Ihave no objection to the amendment being
agreed to.

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment? If not, the
question is on the substitute amendment as amended.

The quéstion was taken, and the substitute amendment as
amended was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord-
ingly read the third time. and passed.

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion fo veconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

Speaker, on account of the shortness of

ssed one, I

Mm. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
journ.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WILLIAM W. KI . Idesire to correct the RECoRrD.

The SPEAKER. That will be in order after this day’s adjoarn-
ment takes place.

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock and
55 minutes a. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
;uﬁnicationa were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
ollows:

A letter from the Secre of War, transmitting papers relat-
ing to the claim of Herman Uthoff—to the Committee on Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a copy

of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting rec-
ommendation of an appropriation for payment of the claim of
John Stewart, civil engineer—to the Committee on Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XTIT, bills and resolutionsof the follow-
ing titles were severally re from committees, delivered to
';'hﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11578)

| for the relief of settlers on lands granted in aid of the construe-

tion of v;ggon roads, ( the seﬁm;l th;n;:ﬁ amgndmmt.
‘compani arepurt o.‘ﬂi'-i&,w ch sai and re were
referred to the House Calenda : o

He also, from the same wmmltbee to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 11572) for therehef of certain settlers
upon Wisconsin Central Railroad and The Dalles military road
land grants, reported the same with amendments, accompanied
by a report (No. 2244); which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Education, to which was
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4419) to mcarporate the general
aducesémg: board, tep(%-ted the mhﬁcmg%endment, accom-

i a report (No. 2245); w and report were
ggferred 13;’0 the House Calenda)r

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, te
which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (8. R. 105)
supplementing and modifying certain provisions of the Indian
appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1903, the .
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2240);
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr, JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the
House (H. R. 14353) to authorize the United States Commissioner
of Fish and Fisheries to establish fish-cultural stations, mclndm
the purchase of sites, construction of buildmgi and g
ﬁmpment to establish in the State of Flori J;m Gulf of

a station for the in tion of problems connected
with the marine fishery interests of that region; to vide for
an investigation to determine the best available locality in Ore-
gon or Washington at which to establish a biological station,

making appropriations therefor, and for other purposes, reported
the same with amendments, acoompamed by a report (No, 2246);
which said bill and repart were referred to the Committee of
the Whole on the state of the Union,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following tifles were severally reported from committees, de-
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. DEEMER, from the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Houss (H. R. 11258) granting
a pension to William F. Randolph, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a (No. 2198): which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4710) granting a
pension to Anna May Hogan, reported the same without amend-
ment, zy mglrt (No 2199); which said bill and
were refermd to the Private Calen

. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
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sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14024)
granting an increase of pension to John R. Curry. reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2200);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5402& granting an
increase of pension to Hiram H. Thomas, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2201); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 14355) granting an increase of pension
to Timothy Donohoe, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2202); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 8567) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Peter J. Osterhaus, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2203);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14136) granting
an increase of pension to John D. Thompson, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2204); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4783) granting an
increase of pension to Mary Breckons, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2205); which said bill
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13411)
granting an increase of pension to Clarence D. Hess, reported the
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2206);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 3041) granting an
increase of pension to Emma F. Shilling, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2207); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14273) granting
a pension to John H. Whidden, re%orted the same with amend-
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2208); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5424) granting an
increase of pension to Cynthia J. Shattuck, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2209); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9691) ting
an increase of pension to James H. Joseph, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a reB;rt (No. 2210); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committtee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5141) granting an
increase of pension to Charles Barrett, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2211); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KLEBERG@G, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13848) nting
an increase of pension to James H. Chedister, reported the same
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2212); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1184) granting a
pension to Mary Florence Von Steinwehr, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.2213); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10214) granting
an increase of pension to Henry Thomas, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2214); which said bill
and report were referred tothe Private Calendar.

Mr. RS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 896) grant-
ing an increase of pension to James E. McNair, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2215);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 18722) granting
a pension to Edd Lodge, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2216); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5227) granting an

increase of pension to Elizabeth Whitty. reg})rted the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2217); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2483) grantinga
pension to James A, Clifton. reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a re%)rt (No. 2218); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5214) granting an
increase of pension to Charles F. Smith, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2219); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13598) granting
a pension to John J. Southerland, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2220); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2048) granting an
increase of pension to Lewis G. Latour, reported the same with-
out amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 2221); which said
bill and mﬁg't were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 686) granting an
increase of pension to Benjamin S. Bogardus, reported the same
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2222): which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4934) granting an
increase of pension to Francis M. McAdams, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2223); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KELEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11979) granting
an increase of pension to William W. Anderson, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2224);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2050) granting an
increase of pension to Edward N. Goff, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2225); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HO]E‘I?;]:DAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11485) granting
a pension to Julia McCarthy, reported the same with amendments,
accompanied by a report (No. 2226); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar. L

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2289) granting an
increase of pension to Benjamin S. Harrower, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2227); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10876) granting
an increase of pension to Joseph Mote, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2228); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Semate (8. 5650) granting an
increase of pension to William R. Raymond, reported the same
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2229); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 10005) granting an increase of pension to
William A. Henderson, rted the same with amendments, ac-
companied bF a report (No. 2230); which said bill and report
were refe to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 5466) granting an
increase of pension to Edgar T. Chamberlin, re the same-
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2281); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14477) granting
a pension to John Bruff, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2232); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (5. 5007) granting an increase of pension to
James Irvine, reported the same without amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 2233); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7018) ting
an increase of pension to Jason E. Freeman, reported’ tﬁe same
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2234); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8825) granting
an increase of pension to Lizzie I. Rich, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2235); which said bill
and mgn't were referred to the Private Calendar. \

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5920) granting
a pension to Washington T. Filson, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2236); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 18547) granting a pension to David B.
Wood, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a
report (No. 2237); whichsaid bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12563) nting
an increase of pension to Horace Fountain, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.2238); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was re-
ferred the House resolution (H. Res. 243) éjmviding two addi-
tional clerks for the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2239);
which said report was ordered printed.

Mr. SCHIRM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8260) for the relief of F. H.
Driscoll, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report ( N%? 2241); which said bill and report were referred to
the g’ivata Calendar.

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 4903) for the relief of Emma
Morris, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 2242); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 831)
granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. Lorain; and the
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clanse 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of ntha following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14695) for the protection of
the President, Vice-President, and any person acting as President
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14696) for the relief
of the widows and orphans left destitute by the recent mine ex-
plosion in Tennessee—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14697) regulating the duties and 1
fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors of the port of
Chicago—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FOWLER: Abill (H. R. 14698) to amend an act entitled
‘‘An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout
the United States ’—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14699) for the erection of
a monument to the memory of Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Lyon at St,
Lonis, Mo.—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 14733) granting right of
way for telegraph and telephone lines in the district of Alaska—
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 270) for a rule for
the consideration of S. R. 105, supplementing and modifying cer-
ta.ilit glrovisiona of the Indian appropriation act—to the Committee
on es.

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: A resolution (H. Res. 271)
for ﬁ [Ilule for the consideration of H. R. 18523—to the Committee
on e8.

By Mr. COCHRAN: A resolution (H. Res. 272) requesting the
President to furnish information of the investigation of the al-
leged maintenance of the British military supply camp in the
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
it':hlel following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OLLOWS:

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14700) granting

a pension to Frederick Agastoff—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 14701) aﬁra.ntmg & pension
to A. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 14702) for the relief of the
]é?;.ra of A. G. Compton and J. R. Herndon—to the Committee on

ims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14703) for the relief of the heirs of A. G.
Compton—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14704) granting an increase of
pension to William Smith—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14705) to increase the pension of
Lucien Bonapart Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14706) granting a pension to Harrison N.
Gourley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14707) granting an increase of pension to
Albertus Leovigin Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14708) granting a pension to James W. Mc-
Cune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14709) granting a pension to James R. Gib-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14710) granting a pension to John Snay—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14711) granting a pension to John Tucker—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14712) granting a pension to Alice Harrison—
to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14713) granting a pension to Emma A. Bax-
ter—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14714) to enable Fredrich Burckhardt to
make application to the Commissioner of Patents for the exten-
sion of letters patent—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 14715) granting an increase of
pension to Edward Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14716) ting an increase of pension to
Jeremiah 8. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 14717) for the relief of John
'W. Foster—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 14718) granting a pension
to Martin H. Gerry—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 14719) granting a pension to
Nettie Hume, widow of W. R. Hume—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14720) granting a pension to William R,
Buford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 14721) granting a pension to Jasper Baker—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14722) granting a pension to C. H. Conn—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14723) to remove the charge of desertion
against W, H. Liter—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14724) to remove the chax;fe of desertion
against Jordon Kidwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R. 14725) to correct the mili-
tz&y_record of Michael Keegan—to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14726) granting an increase
of pension to Hiram Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14727) granting a pension
to Eliza A. McWilkie—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14728) granting a
pension to John Maldoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 14729) granting an increase
of Eeusion to Lee P. Garrett—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions,

y Mr. SELBY: A bill (H. R. 14730) granting an increase of
msion to John M, Koffenberger—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14731) granting a pension to Martha Day,
widow of Harrison Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 14732) granting an increase of
pension to Grace M. Read—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 14734) for the relief of John
F. Tyler—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 147385) granting an in-
crease of pension to Samuel H. Crawley—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 14786) for the relief of
Thomas B. Bird—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14737) granting an increase of pension to
James A, Cilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of William T. Campbell Post, No.
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8';5P0f Narma.lvﬂlfc;, Grand 1:.ﬁrmy of ‘l:h:a)f Bepm Devparhnané‘.
0! lvania, favoring the passage modify an
ion laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, ADAMS: Resolution of the Shoe Manufacturers’ As-
aocmhon of Philadelphia, Pa., m favor of Senate bill 1118, to
limit the meaning of the w ord * camplracy,etcmcertam
cases—to the Committee on ﬂxa Judiciary.

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of mem of the bar of Mus-

superior court, favoring the sitting of circuit court of ap-
peals at Atlanta, Ga.—fo the Committee on the Judi mrg_

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the National
Business League, of , L., for the establishment of a de-
partment of commerce and —to the Committee on Interstate

Foreign Commerce.

A].so resolutions of the Shoe Manufacturers’ Association of
Phﬂadeiphxa Pa., against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the
Committee on the J nﬂlmr,gh

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of Ragged
Top, 8. Dak., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of
the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill granting
an increase of pension fo William Smith—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of Vandalia Post, No. 466, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Lﬁssaun for mveahgatwn
of the administration of the Bureau of Pensions—to the Commit-
tee on Rules.

By Mr, gONR?: Reaolutio:é of thgﬁlﬁorv:ood, Ml?;ts 2 Board gﬁ

,in favor of a permanen n at Shanghai, China—
the Select Committee on Arts an%sitions.

Also, resolutions of the city councils of Malden and Somerville,
Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car-
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Keokuk Dental College,
Keokuk, Iowa, favoring the passage of Honse bill 13971, in relation
to dental surgeonsin the Navy—tothe Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of the common council of New
Britain, Conn., and Yonkers Republican general committee, of
Yonl.ers, N. Y. , indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

Roads.

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of John W. Foster, of the State
of Arkansas, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of D. W. Evans and other citizens of Boone
Gounty, Ark., for relief—{o the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, peﬁtion of J. L. Longroith, for increase of pension—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

B Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of thirty-sixth annunal encam ent

e Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic
relatlon to the perpetuation of the Vicksburg Military Park—to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. GOOCH: Resolutions of Turn Gemeinde, of Covington,
Ky., advocating the adoption of a resolution of sympat.hy for the

Boers—to the ittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolution of North American Gymnastic Union of Cov-
mgt.on, Ky., favormg an educational immigration test—to the

ittee o tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. GRIFFI’I‘H Petition of Hon. S. A. Barnes and 150
other citizens of Seymour, Ind., urging the of Senate bill
1890 the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

By Mr, HEMENWAY: Petition of North American Gymnastic
Union of Evansville, Ind., in opposition to the passage of House
bill 12199—to the Committee on igration and Naturalization.

Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the city couneil
of Tacoma, Wash., urging the passaEe of House bill 163, to pen-
sion em and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the
Committee on Interstate and F Commerce.

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of W. H. D. Blake and 20 others,
of Ettinge Post, Grand Army of the Repubhc New Paltz, N. Y.,
favoring a bill 'to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry citizens of Ma.gsvﬂ]e Ky.,
in favor of House hills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr.snKERN Resolutions of the Central Trades and Labor
Umon of East St. Louis, I1l., in support of House bill 3057, for
the enactment of i tion Ieg'r.s]ahon—to the Committee on Ir-
rigation of Arid Langg

Also, memorial of Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the
Republic, favoring the retention of three commissioners for na-
E(Elal military parks, etc.—to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of thirty-sixth annual encam MJE-
ment of the Department of Ilinois in relation to Vicksburg
tary Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of
the city of Bosfon, Mass., and city council of Malden, Mass., in-
dorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. OTJEN: Petitions of citizens of the State of Wisconsin
mfavorof House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on dis-

;&mta—to the Committee on Ways and Means.
PADGETT: Petition of Julia Gailey, widow of Hiram
G v, of Wayne County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to
the Court of to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PATTERSON of P lvania: Resolutions of United
Mine Workers’ Union No. 1687, of Seek; No. 1888 of Delaware;
No. 1638, of Mount Pleasant, and No. 1464 of uardsvﬂle Pa.,
favonng an educational qnahﬁcahon for unmagm.nts—to the
Committee on Imrhigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of the heirs of Thomas Cooksey, de-
ceased, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Atlantic Coast Firemen's
Union and Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Association, of New
York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay "of letter
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the common council of New
Britain, Conn., favoring the letter carriers’ classification bill—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Ohio
County, Ky., favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-
injunction bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary.

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the common council of New
Britain, Conn., in favor of the prolgaed increase of pay of letter
carriers—to the Committee on the t-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Connecticut Electric Medical Associa-
tion, favor'mg a physiological and psychological laboratory—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Atlantic Coast Marine Fire-
men’s Union of New York City, in favor of the Erogoaed increase
of pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the t-Office and
Post-Roads.

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolution of the Fitchburg Benevolent
Union, for the passage of laws which will prevent the immigra-
tion of persons who can not read—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization,

SENATE.
TuESDAY, May 27, 1902,

Prayer by Rev. W. E. PArsox, of the city of W on.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yeste ay's pro-
oeedngs when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous con-
further reading was dispensed with.

NONDISAPPEARING CARRIAGES,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PrLaATT of Connecticntin the
chair) laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of War, transmi , in response to a resolution of the 10th in-
stant, tables pre byt.he Chief of Ordnance, showing the num-
ber of barbette carriages which have been manufactured in each
year since July 1, 1893, with the price paid for manufacture, etc.;
which, mth the nccompan'ym pargers was referred to the Com-
mittee on M ilitary Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

EXPENSES OF NAVAL OPERATIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit-
ting, in responae to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement
prepared by the Paymaster-General of the Navy relative to the
amount of money expended, the amount for which the Govern-
ment is liable, remaining unpald for fla;}hlpment transportation,
supplies, and naval operations in the Philippine Islands each year
from May 1, 1898, to the present time. The Chair is in doubt as
to what committee this communication should be referred, and
suggests that, if there be no objection, the communication, with
the accompanying [111 pers, will be ordered printed and referred to
the Committee on the Philippines.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, C. R.

McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
sed the following bill and 3omt resolution:

A Dbill (8. 3208) to authorize the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia to refund certain license taxes; and

A joint resolution (8. R. 87) to_permit steam railroads in the
District of Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order
to accommodate the traveling public attending the encampment
of the Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902.

The message also u.noeé that the House had passed with an
amendment the b111 (8. 4927) granting an increase of pension to




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-23T17:10:08-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




